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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &e. 

THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prine Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord ivesident of the Council His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSsEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BropRIck. 

_ India—Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of [reland Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland %t. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board tt. Hon. WALTER H. LonG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works- Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 
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NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury tt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for lreland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education- 4t. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HvucH O. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Esq., M.P, 
fH. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
WILLIAM HAYEs FIsHER, Esq., M.P. 

fae eerie Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 








Lords of the Treasury-— 


: ae oe Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 

Lords of the Admiralty—) fear-Admiral A. K. WiLsoN, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice-—Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Rt. Hon. Jess COLLINGs, M. P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Cojeniai Office Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Oftice Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of bUDLEY, ; 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board J. GRANT Lawson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord Stanley, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General— Rt. Hon. EK. Carson, Q.C., M.P. 


























HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE. -—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JeuNnr, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain Kit. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.Q. 
Paymaster-CGeneral-—His Grace the Dake of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household—— Rt. Hon. Earl Hower. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon, Viscount Bripporr, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. Hon. Marl of Kin'rore, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.L, GC. E. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAGoT. 


SCOTLAND. 





Lords-in- Waiting —— 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH, 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BaLvounr. 

Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurcu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrrosk, kx. 'T. 

Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., Q.C., MP. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Seecretary——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HArRKEL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and ‘Technical Instructicn——President : The Rt. Hon, the Citi r 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General—Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-Genera] GEO. Wricut, Esq. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of MorLiy. 

Clerk of Parliaments——HerENry J. L. GrauamM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——-Hon. E. P. THesiGEr, C.B. 
feading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 


Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills 
Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oiiicer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Otlice——A. HARRISON, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——h. F. 
TAYLOR, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. Ff. SyMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorvoN, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq.; V. M. Bippunpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. 
G. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——. I! ULKES, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. CourT ; Assistant Copyist-—Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. WorFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LocKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenver——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
——=—J, W. G. BOND, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8S. BrppuLpH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C,.S.I. 


H. C. MALKIN, Esy 











Rh. W. Mono, Exq. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Coxt?.) 





Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, £. Fox, F, HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Sropp. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLaAcort, A. A. EpNrEy, J. fF. BAuM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. Bb. Forsyru, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPs, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms— 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords— 




















Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. 'T’. KENDRICK. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esy., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant——FRANCIS b. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. Gibbons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office ——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks -—F. St. GreorGre Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. Frere, Esq. 
L. T. Le MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doy.r, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ArtHur L. DASEN', Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HorAcE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. But, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WynNN, Esg.; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, fica. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLLAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMyru, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L, Lockron, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Oftice——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Otlice Clerk in Journal Oflice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 














Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gossetv, Esq. 
Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 


Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Ollice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAmMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SPRAY, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R 
Honsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messenvers (2nd Class)- Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. ‘TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C, JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——-Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. Piki:; Hall Keeper——Mr, J. GLYNN. 

Ottice Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Canon Basit WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EpWAkRD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker Hon. E. CHANbDOos LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mrk. J. FRENCH, 

Messenger——Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Billsh——ALFRrED BONHAM Carrer, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——b. H. FELL, Esq. 





























Librarian RK. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E, G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 


W. HAGUE. 

Vote Oflice—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLIick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E, Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Printers——-. 
Journals——G. E. BrIscor Eyre, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons 











-Mr. HORSLEY. 

















AN 


ALPHABETICAL 


LIST 


OF THE 
LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 
IN THE 
First SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 
or 
THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND 
64 VICTORLE 1900. 





Abercorn, James Marquess of. (Duke of 
Abercorn) 

Abercromby, George Ralph Lord 

Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord 

Abergavenny, William Marquess of 

Abingdon, Montagu Arthur Earl of 

Abinger, James Yorke MacGregor Lord 

Acton, John Emerich Edward Lord 

Addington, Egerton Lord 

Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Marquess of 

Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 

Albany, His Royal Highness Leopold 
Charles Edward Geo. Albert Duke of 

Albemarle, Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of 

Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 

Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 

Alverstone, Richard Everard Webster 
Lord 

Amherst, William Archer Earl 


Lord 





Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord 


Ancaster, Gilbert Henry Earl of 
Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 
Annaly, Luke Lord 

Annesley, Hugh Earl. (£lected for Ireland) 
Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 

Argyll, George Douglas Duke of 
Armstrong, William George Lord 
Arundell of Wardour, John Francis Lord 
Ashbourne, Edward Lord 

Ashburnham, Bertram Ear] of 
Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward Lord 
Ashcombe, George Lord 

Ashton, James Lord 


| Auckland, William Morton Lord 


Avebury, John Lubbock Lord 
Aylesford, Charles Wightwick Earl of 


B 


Amherst of Hackney, William Amhurst Bagot, William Lord 
Balinhard, James Lord. (Hurl of Southesk) 
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Balfour of Burley, Alexander Hugh | 
Lord. (Electe d for Scotlundd) 
Bandon, James Francis Earl of. (Elected 


for Ireland) 
Bangor, Henry William Crosbie Viscount. 
(Ele cted for Lreland) 
Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 
Basing, George Limbrey Lord 
Bateman, William Bateman Lord 
Zath and Wells, Geo. Wyndham Bishop of 
Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of 
Bathurst, Seymour Henry Earl 
Battersea, Cyril Lord 
Beauchamp, William Earl 
Beaufort, Henry Aldebert 
Fitzroy Duke of 
Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of 


Belhaven, Alexander Charles Hamilton 
Lord (Elected for Scotland) 


Belmore, Somerset Richard Earl of 
(Elected for Lre lund) 
Belper, Henry Lord 


Wellington 


Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of 
Berwick, Richard Henry Lord 
Blythswood, Arehibald Campbell Lord 
Bolingbroke and St. John, ——— Vis- , 
count } 
Bolton, William Thomas Lord 
Boston, George Florance Lord 
Botreaux, Charles Edward Hastings Lord. 
(Larl of Loudoun) 
Bowes, Claude Lord. 
and Kinghorn) 


(Lurl of Struthmore 


Boyle, Richard Edmund St. Lawrence 
Lord. (Lari of Cork and Orrery) 

Brabourne, Edward Lord 

Bradford, George Cecil Orlando Earl of 

Brampton, Henry Lord 

Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. (J “is- 
count Boyne) 

Brandon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 

Brassey, Thomas Lord 

Braybrooke, Charles Cornwallis Lord 

Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord 

Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of 

Bridport, Alexander Nelson Viscount 

Bristol, Fredk. William John Marquess of 

Brodrick, William 
Midleton) 


Lord. (Viscount 


LIST OF THE 

3rooke, Francis Richard Charles Guy 
Earl, and Earl of Warwick 

Brougham and Vaux, Henry Charles Lord 

Brownlow, Adelbert Wellington Brown- 
low Earl 

Buckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Earl of 

Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 

Burton, Michael Arthur Lord 

Bute, John Patrick Marquess of 


Byron George Frederick William Lord 
e ’ o 
C 


Cadogan, George Henry Ear! 

Cairns, Herbert John Earl 

Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley Lord 

Cambridge, His Royal Highness George 
William Frederick Charles Duke of 

Camden, John Charles Marquess 

Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 

Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips Hal- 
dane Earl of 

Canterbury, Frederick Archbishop of 

Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 

Carew, Robert Shapland George Julian 
Lord 

Carleton, Richard Henry Lord. 
Shannon) 

Carlisle, George James Earl of 

Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 

Carnarvon, George Edward Stanhope 
Molyneux Earl of 

Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath Earl 
of. (Elected jor Scotland) 

Carrington, Charles Robert Earl of 

Carysfort, William (Eul of 
Curysfort) 


Lord. 


Castlemaine, Albert Edward — Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Castletown, Bernard Edward Barnaby 
Lord 


Catheart, Alan Frederick Ear] 

Cawdor, Frederick Archibald Vaughan 
Earl 

Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Avrl of Meath) 

Chelmsford, Frederic Augustus Lord 

Chesham, Charles Compton William Lord 

Chester, Francis John Bishop of 

Chestertield, Edwyn Francis Earl of 


(Karl of 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Cheylesmore, William Meriton Lord 

Chichester, Walter John Earl of 

Chichester, Ernest Roland Bishop of 

Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh 
Marquess of 

Churchill, Victor Albert Francis Charles 
Lord 

Churston, John Lord 

Clancarty, William Frederick Viscount. 
(Barl of Clancarty) 

Clanwilliam, Richard James Lord. (Aarl 
of Clanwilliam) 

Clarendon, Edward Hyde Earl of 

Clements, Charles Lord. (Karl of Leitrim) 

Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry Hugh 
Lord 

Clifton, Edward Henry Stuart 
(Earl of Darnley) 

Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord 

Clonbrock, Luke Gerald Lord. (Elected 
for Treland) 


Lord. 


Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 

Cobham, Charles George Viscount 

Colchester, Charles 
Lord 


Reginald Edward 

Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour Lord 

Colville of Culross, Charles John Lord 

Comibermere, Francis Lynch Wellington 
Viscount 

Congleton, Henry Lord 

Connaught and Strathearn, His Royal 
Highness Arthur William Patrick 
Albert Duke of 

Connemara, Rohert Lord 

Cottenham, Charles 
Karl of 

Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 

Coventry, George William Earl of 

Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington Earl 


Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey Ear] 


KKenelm Edward 


Cranbrook, Gathorne Earl of 
Cranworth, Robert Thornhaugh Lord 
Craven, William George Robert Earl of 
Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 
Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill Lord. | 
(Elected for Ireland?) 
Cromer, Evelyn Viscount 


‘Cross, Richard Assheton Viscount 


Duff-rin and Ava, 
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Cumberland and Teviotdale, His Royal 
Highness Ernest Augustus William 
Adolphus George Frederick Duke of 

Currie, Philip Henry Wodehouse Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Earl of 

Dartrey, Vesey Earl of 

Davey, Horace Lord. (4 Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 

Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. (Viscount 
Down ) 

De Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 

De Freyne, Arthur Lord 

De La Warr, Gilbert George Reginald 
Karl 

De L’'Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 


| De Mauley, William Ashley Webb Lord 


de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 

de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 

De Saumarez, James St. Vineent Lord 

de Vesci, John Robert William Lord, 
(Viscount de Vesci) 

Delamere, Hugh Lord 

Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Karl of 

Denman, Thomas Lord 

Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 

Derby, Frederick Arthur Earl of 

Derwent, Harcourt Lord 

Devon, Henry Hugh Earl of 

Devonshire, Spencer Compton Duke of. 
(Lord President of the Council) 

Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar Lord 

Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord 

Doncaster, William Henry Walter Earl 
of. (Duke of Buccleuch and Queens- 
berry) 

Dormer, John Baptist Joseph Lord 

Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. (Zarl 
of Home) 

Drogheda, Ponsonby William Moore Earl 
of. (Elected for Ireland) 

Ducie, Henry John Earl of 

Dudley, William Humble Earl of 

Frederick Temple 

Marquess of 








xii ALPHABETICAL LIST OF THE 
Dunalley, Henry O'Callaghan Lord. | Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Earl 


rm See 9 zn let ‘3 ° — | Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 
undonald, Douglas Mackinnon Baillie | ,. i tt : 
ctalinnn Merl of (Elected for | Field, William Ventris Lord 


Scotland) | Fife, Alexander William George Duke of 
Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord | Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. (Earl 


Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. (Earl | of Fingall) 


of Dunmore) | Fisherwick, George Augustus Hamilton 
Dunning, John Lord. (Lord Rollo) | Lord. (Marquess of Donegall) 
Purham, John George Earl of | Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitzhardinge 
Durham, Brooke Foss Bishop of fe Lord oe 

| Fitzwilliam, William Thomas Spencer 
E | Karl 

- : | Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 
_ yy menaes Welioeg Lord | Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord. 
Effingham, Henry Alexander Gordon | (Elected for Scotland) 


Ear : ae 
ae nas =i a | Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 
uve rans war | y 

eerton, Wilbraham Lat | Fortescue, Hugh Earl 


Bion, ry Marl of ; | Foxford, William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Elgin, Victor Alexander Lord. (Earl of Sheaffe Lord. (Karl of Limerick) 


Elgin and Kincardine rs 
7 Frankfort de Montmorency, Viscount. 


Ellenborough, Charles Towry Hamilton (Elected for Ireland) 
Lord 
Ellesmere, Francis Charles Granville 
Earl of G 
Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord Gage, Henry Charles Lord. (Viscount 
Ely, Alwyne Bishop of Gage) 
Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord Gainsborough, Charles William Francis 
Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord Earl of 
Esher, Reginald Baliol Viscount | Gardner, —— Lord 


Essex, George Devereux de Vere Earl of Gerard, William Cansfield Lord 
. . yey. j +f: "_ ‘ys sel _ 
Ettrick, William John George Lord. (Lord Gifford, Edric Frederick Lord 


Napier) _Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord 
Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow Mar- | Glenesk, Algernon Lord 

quess of Gloucester, Charles John Bishop of 
Exeter, Edward Henry Bishop of Gordon, John Campbell Viscount. (Hurl 
Exmouth, Edward Addington Hargreaves | of Aberdeen) . 


Viscount Gormanston, Jenico William Joseph Lord. 


(Viscount Gormanston) 


ul | Gough, Hugh Viscount 

Fairlie, David Lord. (Eurl of Glasgow) | Grafton, Augustus Charles Lennox 
Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Viscount. | Duke of 

(Elected for Scotland) | Graham, Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald 
Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas Vis- | Earl. (Duke of Montrose) 

count Granard, Bernard Arthur William Patrick 
Farnham, Somerset Henry Lord. (Elected | Hastings Lord. (Larl of Granard) 

for Ireland) | Grantley, John Richard Brinsley Lord 
Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord Granville, Granville George Earl 
Farrer, Thomas Cecil Lord | Greville, Algernon William Fulke Lord 


Fermanagh, John Henry Lord. (Earl Erne) | Grey, Albert Henry George Earl 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND 


Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George Grey | 
Lord 


Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord 

Grinstead, Lowry Egerton Lord. 
of Enniskillen) 

Guilford, Frederick George Earl of 

Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord 


(Earl 


H 


Haddington, George Earl of. (Elected | 
For Scotland) 

Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord 

Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord 

Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 

Halsbury, Hardinge Stanley Earl of. 
(Lord High Chaneellor) 

Hamilton of Dalzell, 
Carter Lord 

Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 

Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray Lord 


John Glencairn 


Henry Charles Viscount 
Albert Edward Philip Henry 


Hardinge, 
Hardwicke, 
Karl of 
Hare, William Lord. (Eurl of Listowel) 
Harewood, Henry Ulick Earl of 
Harlech, William Richard Lord 
Harrington, Charles Augustus Earl of 
Harris, George Robert Canning Lord 
Dudley Francis Stewart Earl of 
(Lord 


Harrowby, 

Hartismere, John Major Lord. 
HHenniker) 

Hastings, George Manners Lord 

Hatherton, Edward George Percy Lord 

Hawarden, Cornwallis Viscount.  (£lected 
for Treland.) (In another place us Karl 
de Montalt) 

Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord 

Cecil George Savile Lord 

(Lurl of Kinnoul) 


Hawkesbury, 

Hay, George Lord. 

Headley, Charles Mark 
for Lreland) 


Heneage, Edward Lord 


Lord. 


Hereford, Robert Viscount 
Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 
Herschell, Richard Farrer Lord 
Hertford, Hugh de Grey Marquess of 
Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 
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| Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 

| Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 

| Hillsbor ough, Arthur Wills John Welling- 
ton ‘rumbell Blundell Earl of. 

(Marquess of Downshire) 

| Hindlip, Charles Lord 

| Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 

| Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 

| Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 

| Hood of Avalon, Arthur William Acland 

Lord 


| 


{ 


Hopetoun, John Adrian Louis Lord. 


| (Earl of Hopetoun.) 
| Hothfield, Henry James Lord 
Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward Lord 
Howard de Walden, Thomas Evelyn 
Lord 
Howe, Richard William Penn Ear! 
Howth, William Ulick Tristram Lord. 
(Karl of Howth) 
Huntingdon, Warner 
tagenet Earl of 


Francis John Plan- 


Vis- 


John Luke George 
(Eurl of Donoughmore) 


Hutchinson, 
count. 


Hylton, George Hylton Lord 


I 
Iddesleigh, Walter Stafford Earl of 
Henry Edward Earl of 
Kar!. (Duke 


Ilchester, 


Innes, Henry John of 
Roxburghe) 

Inverclyde, John Lord 

Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 


e 


J 


James, Henry Lord 


Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl of 


(Elected | 


K 


John Manley Arbuthnot Lord 
William Lord 
Kenlis, Geottrey Thomas Lord. 
of Headfort) 
| Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. (Zarl 


| of Kennutre) 


Keane, 
Kelvin, 


(Marquess 
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Kenry, Windham Thomas Lord. (Earl 
of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) 

Kensington, William Lord 

Kenyon, Lloyd Lord 

Ker, Robert Schomberg Lord. (J/ar- 
quess of Lothian) 

Kesteven, John Henry Lord 

Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. (£lected 
for Treland) 

Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. (Hurl 


of Erroll) 

Kilmorey, Francis Charles Earl of (lected 
Sor In land) 

Kimberley, John Earl of 

Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 

Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 

Kintore, Algernon Hawkins 
Lord. (Burl of Kintore) 

Kitchener of Khartoum, Horatio Herbert 
Lord 

Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Viscount 


Thomond 


L 
Lamington, Charles Wallace Alexander 
Napier Lord 
Lanesborough, John Vansittart Danvers 
Earl of. (Elected for Ireland) 
Langford, Hercules — Edward 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Lansdowne, Henry Charles Keith Mar- 
quess of 


Lord. 


Lathom Edward George Earl of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl of. 
(Ll cted for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Leconfield, Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Ear! of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount. (Juke of 
Leinste r) 

Leven and Melville, Ronald Ruthven Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lichfield, Thomas Francis Ear! of 

Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 

Lilford, John Lord 

Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 


Lindley, Nathaniel Lord. 
Appeal in Ordinuri) 


(4 Lord of 


Lindsey, Montagu Peregrine Albemarle 
Earl of 

Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 

Lister, Joseph Lord 

Llandaff, Henry Viscount 

Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 

Llangattock, John Allan Lord 

Loch, Henry Brougham Lord 

Loftus, John Henry Lord. (Jarquess of 
Ely) 

Londeshorough, William Henry Forester 
Karl of 

London, Mandell Bishop of 

Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 

Lovat, Simon Joseph Lord 

Lovelace, Ralph Gordon Earl of 

Holland, Augustus Arthur 

(Larl of Eymout) 

Luean, George Earl of. 
Ireland) 


Ludlow, Henry Ludlow Lord 


Lovel and 
Lord. 
(Elected for 


Lurgan, William Lord 
Lytton, Vietor Alexander George Robert 
Karl of 


Lyveden, FitzPatrick Henry Lord 


M 


Macclesfield, George Loveden 
Henry Earl of 


William 

Macnaghten, Edward Lord. (4 Lori 
of Appeal im Ordinary) 

Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 

Maleolm of Poltalloch, John Wingfield 
Lord 4 

Malmesbury, James Edward Earl of 

Manchester, William Angus Drogo 
Duke of 

Manchester, James Bishop of 

Manners of Haddon, Henry John Brinsley 
Lord. (Murquess of Granby) 

Manners, John Thomas Lord 

Mansfield, William David Earl of 

Manvers, Charles William Sydney Earl. 

Mar, John Francis Erskine Earl of 

(Elected for Scotland) 


| Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis Ear] 


of, (Elected for Scotland) 
Marlborough, Charles Richd. John Duke of 
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Masham, Samuel Lord Newlands, William Wallace Lord 
Massy, John Thomas William Lord. Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord 
(Llected for Ireland) | Norfolk, Henry Duke of. (Zurl Marshal 
Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham Ear! | of England) 
of. (Elected for Ireland) | Normanby, Constantine Charles Henry 
Meldrum, Charles Lord. (Marquess of | M: arquess of y 
Huntly) 7 | North, William Henry John Lord 
Melville, Henry Viscount | Northampton, William George Spencer 
Mendip, Thomas Charles Lord. (Viscount | Scott Marquess of 
Clifden) | Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord 


Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus | Nothbrook, Thomas George Earl of 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlumney) 
: ed | Northeote, Henry Stafford Lord 
Methuen, Paul Sanford Lord 
Vidal Dieby W a \ | Northesk, David John Carnegie Earl of. 
Mic — igby entworth Bayar (Elected for Scotland) 
s0re 
ae , = asi | Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lord 
Minster, Victor George Henry Francis Henley) 
Lord. (.Mirquess Conyngham) | 
Minto, Gilbert John Earl of iets 
| Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 


Monek, Henry Power Charles Stanley | .. j ; 
, ery (Viscount. Monck) “ | Norwich, John Bishop of 


Monckton, George Edmund Milnes Lord. | 

(Viscount Galway) O 
Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 
Monk Bretton, John William Lord 
Monkswell, Robert Lord 


| Northumberland, Henry George Duke of 


| O'Hagan, Thomas Towneley Lord 
| O'Neill, Edward Lord 
| | Onslow, William Hillier Earl of 


Monson, Dehonnaire John Lord 
Montagu of Beaulieu, Henry John Lord | Oranmore and Browne, Geoffrey Dominick 
: Augustus Frederick Lord. (Elected 


ss ae Thomas Lord. (Marquess | for “Trelund) 
oF Oligo ‘ 
mes, Orford, Robert Horace Earl of 


Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas Spring | ~ , ‘ ; a 
T ond | Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. (V%s- 


. . . i Ou t Musse @ ? 
Morley, Albert Edmund KEarl of | coun reen ) 
ie | Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord 
Morris, Michael Lord. re le. J ed 1 Will 1 
: rmonde, James Edwar illic 10- 
Merion, Sholto Geango Wataon Bart of | O™ande, Jones Hvard, Willem The 
(Elected. tis’ Scotlind) ‘0 ' j C gm il L ‘ , 
vertoun, John Campbe or 
Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord | lo . ‘ 4 hn I a ‘ vo ar a 
xentoor In Lore arl of Stuir 
Mount Edgeumbe, William Henry Earl of | ginain ries x (earl oF ra) 
| Oxford, William Bishop of 
Mount Stephen, George Lord 


Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph ad 
| 


P 


Muncaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 
. Ts11h. fanroe Kar 4 . . . 
Munster, William George Earl of | Pauncefote, Julian Lord 
Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice | | Peel, Arthur Wellesley Viscount 
Lord. (i ected for Trelan!) | : ie f 
| Pembroke and Montgomery, Sidney Ear. 
of. (Lord Steward of the House hold) 
iN Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon Lord 
| Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 


Napier, Robert William Lord 
Pirbright, Henry Lord 


Nelson, Horatio Earl 
Neweastle, Henry Pelham Archibald Playfair, George James Lord 
Douglas Duke of Plunket, William Lee Lord 
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Poltimore, Augustus Frederick George 
Warwick Lord 

Polwarth, Walter Hugh Lord. 

Ponsonby, Walter William Brabazon Lord. 
(Earl of Bessborough) 

Portland, William John Arthur Charles 
James Duke of : 


Portman, Wm. Henry Berkeley Viscount 
Portsmouth, Newton Ear! of 
’ 
Poulett, ——_——_—_——__ Earl 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord. (Ja 
another place as Viscount Powerscourt) 


Powis, George Charles Earl of 


R 


Radnor, William Earl of 

Raglan, George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord 

Ramsay, Arthur George Maule Lord. 
(Earl of Dalhousie) 

Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. (Zar! 
of Ltanfurly) 

Rathdonnell, Thomas Kane Lord. (Llected 
for Ireland) 

Rathmore, David Robert Lord 

Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 

Rayleigh, John William Lord 

Reay, Donald James Lord 

Rendel, Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 

Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord 

Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 

Ripon, George Fredk. Samuel Marquess of 

Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Roberts of Kandahar, Frederick Sleigh 
Lord 

Robertson, James Patrick Bannerman 
Lord. (4 Lord of Appeal in Or- 
dinary) 

Rodney, George Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord 

Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 

Romney, Charles Earl of 

Rookwood, Henry John Lord 

Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. (Earl 

of Ltosebery) 


Rosmead, Hercules Arthur Temple Lord 
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THE 
Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. (Elected for 
Ireland) 


Rosslyn, James Francis Harry Ear] of 
Rossmore, Derrick Warner William Lord 
Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord 
Rowton, Montagu William Lord 

Russell, John Francis Stanley Earl 
Rutland, John James Robert Duke of 


S 
| Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord 
| Saint Albans, Charles Victor Albert 


St. 


Aubrey De Vere Duke of 

Albans, John Wogan Bishop of 

. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of 

. Germans, Henry Cornwallis Ear] of 

. John of Bletso, Beauchamp Moubray 

Lord 

Saint Leonards, Edward Burtenshaw Lord 

Saint Levan, John Lord 

Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 

St. Vincent, Carnegie Parker Viscount 

Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot Mar- 
quess of 

Salisbury, John Bishop of 

Saltersford, James George Henry Lord. 
(Earl of Courtown) 

Saltoun, Alexander William Fredk. Lord. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Sandhurst, William Lord 

Sandwich, Edward George Henry Earl of 

Sandys, Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord 

Savile, John Savile Lord 

Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 

Searbrough, Aldred 
Seresford Earl of 

Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord 

Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 

Sefton, Charles William Hylton Philip 
Lord. (Earl of Sefton) 

Selborne, William Waldegrave Ear! of 


Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 


Frederick George 


Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 

Shettield, Henry North Lord. (Zul of 
Sh effield ) 

Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 

Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John Earl of 


Shute, Perey Lord. (J iscount Barrington) 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount 
Silchester, Thomas Lord. (url of Long. | 
ford) 


Sinclair, Charles William Lord. (Elected | 
Sor Scotland) 
Somerhill, Hubert George Lord. 
quess of Clanricarde) 
Arthur 
Algernon Duke of 


(Mar- | 


Somers, Herbert Tennyson Lord | 


(Earl of | 


Somer set, 


Somerton, Sidney James Lord. 
Normanton) 

Sondes, George Edward Earl 
Southampton, Charles Henry Lord 
Southwell, George Bishop of 
Spencer, John Poyntz Karl | 
Stafford, Fitzherbert Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord 
Stamford, William Ear! of 


Stanhope, Arthur Philip Earl 


Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward John | 
Lord 


Stanmore, Arthur Lord 

Stewart of Garlies, Alan Plantagenet Lord. 
(Eurl of Galloway) 

Str —— George Edward John Mow- 
bray Earl of 

Strafford, Francis Edmund Cecil Earl of 

Strange, John James Hugh Henry Earl. 
(Duke of Atholl) 

Strathcona and Mount Royal, 
Alexander Lord 

Stratheden, Hallyburton George Lord 


Donald | 


Strathspey, James Lord. (Earl of Seafield) 

Stuart of Castle Stuart, Edmund Archi- 
bald Lord. (Karl of Moray) 

Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard Lord | 


Sudley, Arthur Saunders William Charles | 
Fox Lord. (Earl of Arran) 


Suffield, Charles Lord 

Suffolk and Berkshire, Henry Molyneux 
Paget Earl of | 

Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of 

Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord 


T 


Talbot de Malahide, Richard Wogan Lord 
Tankerville, George Montagu Earl of 
Temple of Stowe, William Stephen Ear] 
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| Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord 


Templetown, Henry Edward Montagu 
Dorington Clotworthy V iscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Tennyson, Hallam Lord 


Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry Lord 

|Teynham, Henry John Philip Sidney 
Lord 

| Thring, Henry Lord 


Thurlow, Thomas John Lord 
Tollemache, Wilbraham Frederic Lord 
Torphichen, James Walter Lord. (lected 
Jor Scotland) 


' Torrington, George Master Viscount 


Townshend, John James Dudley Stuart 
Marquess 


Grodfrey Charles Lord 
Trevor, Arthur William Lord 
Truro, John Bishop of 


Tweeddale, William Montagu Lord. 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) 
Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 
Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. (Mar- 
quess of Waterford) 
V 
Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. (Marquess 


of Londonderry) 


| Vaux of Harrowden, Hubert George 
Charles Lord 
'Ventry, Dayrolles Blakeney Lord. 


(Elve ted for Ireland) 
| Vernon, George Francis Augustus Lord 
Verulam, James Walter Ear] of 
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Dulwich) 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T., Bt. 
W.R., Hallamshire) 

Markham, A. B. (Notts, Mansfield) 

Martin, Richard Biddulph (Worcester 
Droitwich) 

Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. (Fins 
bury, Central) 

Mather, William (Lancashire, Rossendale) 

Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert E., Bt. 
(Wigton) 

William Jardine (Dumfries- 





(York, 


Maxwell, 
shire) 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John W. (York, W.R., 
Sowerby) 

Melville, Beresford Valentine (Stock 
port) 

Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. (Stafford, 
Handsworth) 

Middlemore, 
North) 

Mildmay, Francis B. (Devon, Totnes) 

Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred G., Bt. (Notts, 
Bassetlaw) 

Milton, Viscount (Wakefield) 

Milward, Col. Victor (Warwick, Stratford 
upon-Avon) 

| Minch, Matthew J. (Kildare, South) 

| Mitchell, William (Burnley) 

| Molesworth, Sir Lewis W., Bt. (Cornwall, 

Bodmin) 

| Montagu, George C. (Hunts, Hunting- 

don) 


John T. (Birmingham, 
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Montagu, Hon. John Scott- (Hants, New 
Forest) 


Moon, Edward Robert P. (St. Pancras, 
North) 


Mooney, John J. (Dublin Co., South) 
Moore, William (Antrim, North) 


More, Robert Jasper (Shropshire, Lud- 
low) 


Morgan, David John (Essex, Waltham- 
stow) 


Morgan, Col. Hon. Fred. C. (Monmouth- 
shire, South) 


Morgan, John Lloyd (Carmarthenshire, 
West) 

Morley, Charles (Brecknock) 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John (Montrose, etc.) 

Morrell, George Herbert (Oxon, Wood- 
stock) 

Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. (Galway) 

Morrison, Lieut. James A. (Wiltshire, 
Wilton) 

Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford) 

Morton, Edward J. C. (Devonport) 

Moss, Samuel (Denbighshire, East) 


Moulton, John 
Launceston) 


Mount, William A. (Berks, Newbury) 


Mowbray, Sir Robt. G. C., Bt. (Lambeth, 
Brixton) 


Muntz, Philip 
Tamworth) 
Murnaghan, George (Tyrone, Mid) 

Murphy, John (Kerry, East) 

Murray, Rt. Hon. 
(Buteshire) 

Murray, Hon. A. W. C. O. (Edinburgh, 
Midlothian) 

Murray, Charles James (Coventry) 

Murray, Col. C. Wyndham (Bath) 

Myers, William Henry (Winchester) 


Fletcher (Cornwall, 


Albert (Warwickshire, 


Andrew Graham 


N 


Nannetti, Joseph P. (Dublin, College 


Green) 


Newdigate, Francis Alex. (Warwickshire, 


Nuneaton) 


Newnes, Sir George, Bt. (Swansea Town) | Pease, Alfred Edward (Yorkshire, Cleve- 
Nicholson, William G. (Hants, Peters- 


field) 
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Nicol, Donald N. (Argyllshire) 
| Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, North) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry (Wolverhampton, 8.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil W. (Newington, 
| West) 
| Nussey, Themas Willans (Pontefract) 
| 
| O 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, North) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 

O’Connor, James (Wicklow, West) 
O’Connor, Thomas P. (Liverpool, Seot- 
land) 
O'Doherty, William (Donegal, North) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, South) 
O’Donnell, Thomas (Kerry, West) 
| O’Dowd, John (Sligo, South) 
| O’Kelly, C. (Mayo, North) 

| O’Keily, James (Roscommon, North) 
Oldroyd, Mark (Dewsbury) 
| O'Malley, William (Galway, Connemara) 
O’Mara, James (Kilkenny, South) 

| O'Neill, Hon. R. Torrens (Antrim, Mid) 
Ormsby-Gore, Hon. 8. F. (Lincoln, (ains- 
| borough) 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay (Ayr Burghs) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. (Limerick, West) 


| P “ 
Palmer, Sir Charles M., Bt. (Durham, 
| darrow) 
| Palmer, George William (Reading) 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, H. Gilbert G. (Gravesend) 
| Parkes, Ebenezer (Birmingham, Ceuttral) 
| Partington, O. (Derbyshire, High Peak) 


, Paulton, James M. (Durham, Bishop 
| Auckland) 
| Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. (Col- 


| chester) 
land) 


Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
| 
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Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. (Durham, 
Barnard Castle) 


Peel, Hon. William R, W. (Manchester, 
South) 

Pemberton, John 8. G. (Sunderland) 

Penn, John (Lewisham) 

Perey, Earl (Kensington, South) 

Perks, Robert W. (Lincolnshire, Louth) 

Philipps, John W. (Pembrokeshire) 

Pickard, Benjamin (York, W.R., Nor- 
manton) 

Pierpoint, Robert (Warrington) 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard (Lancashire, 
Newton) 

Pirie, Duncan Vernon (Aberdeen, North) 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick (Salford, North) 

Plummer, Walter 
Tyne) 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp, Bt. (Wigan) 

Power, Patrick J. (Waterford, East) 

Pretyman, Capt. Ernest Geo. (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) 

Price, Robert John (Norfolk, East) 

Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 


R. (Newcastle - on - 


Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edward (Mont- | 


gomery Boroughs) 
Purvis, Robert (Peterborough) 
Pym, C. Guy (Bedford) 


Q 


Quilter, Sir W. Cuthbert, Bt. (Suffolk, | 


Sudbury) 
R 


Radcliffe, R. F. (Staffordshire, Burton) 

Randles, John 8. (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) 

Rankin, Sir James, Bt. (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) 

Rasch, Major Fred. C. (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Reckitt, 
Brigg) 

Reddy, M. (King’s County, Birr) 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William H. K. (Clare, East) 

Reed, Sir Edward J. (Cardiff) 


Harold James (Lincolnshire, 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir Robert T. (Dumfries Burghs) 

Remnant, James F. (Finsbury, Holborn) 

Renshaw, Charles B. (Renfrew, West) 

Rentoul, James A. (Down, East) 

Renwick, George (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

| Richards, Henry Chas. (Finsbury, East) 

| Rickett, J. Compton (Scarborough) 

| Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. White, Bt. 
| (Lancashire, Blackpool) 

| Ridley, M. White (Stalybridge) 

| Ridley, Samuel F. (Bethnal Green, South- 

| West) 

| Rigg, Richard (Westmoreland, Appleby) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. (Croydon) 

John 


| Roberts, 

| Eifion) 

| Roberts, John Herbert (Denbighshire 

West) 7 

| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Robertson, T. Herbert (Hackney, South) 

Robinson, Brooke (Dudley) 

Robson, William Snowdon (South Shields) 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 

Roe, Sir Thomas (Derby) 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. (Leicester) 

Rollit, Sir Albert 
South) 

Ropner, Col. E. H. O. Robert (Stockton) 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. (Bucks, 
Aylesbury) 





Bryn (Carnarvonshire, 


Kaye (Islington, 


Round, James (Essex, Harwich) 
Royds, Col. Clement M. (Rochdale) 
Russell, Thomas W. (Tyrone, South) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire, Darwen) 


Ss 
Sackville, S. G. Stopford (Northants, 
North) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel A. (Middlesbrough) 


Samuel, Harry 8S. (Tower Hamlets, Lime- 
house) 

Samuel, Stuart M. 
Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Col. Thomas M. (Lancashire, 

Bootle) 


Sassoon, Sir Edward A., Bt. (Hythe) 


(Tower Hamlets, 











XXViii 
Saunderson, Col. Rt. Hon. E. J. (Armagh, 
North) 


Schwann, Charles’ E. 


(Manchester, 
North) 
Scott, Charles Prestwich (Lancashire, 
Leigh) 


Scott, Sir Samuel E., Bt. (Marylebone, W.) 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

Seely, Capt. John E. B. (Isle of Wight) 

Seton-Karr, Henry (St. Helens) 

Sharpe, Wm. E. Thompson (Kensington, 
North) 

Shaw, T. F. Charles Edward (Stafford) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Burghs) 

Shaw-Stewart, M. Hugh (Renfrew, East) 

Shee, James John (Waterford, West) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. (Northampton) 

Simeon, Sir J. 8S. Barrington, Bt. (South- 
ampton ) 

Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfar) 

Sinclair, Louis (Essex, Romford) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas (Surrey, Kingston) | 


Smith, Abel Henry (Herts, Hertford) 

Smith, Hugh C, (Northumberland, Tyne- 
side) 

Smith, James Parker (Lanark, Partick) 

Smith, Samuel (Flintshire) 


Smith, Hon. W. Fred. Db. (Strand, West- | 


minster) 
Soames, Arthur W. (Norfolk, South) 
Soares, Ernest J. (Devon, Barnstaple) 
Spear, John W. (Devon, Tavistock) 
Spencer, Hon. Charles R. (Northants, 
Mid) 
Spencer, Ernest (West Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Lancashire, Orms- 
kirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. 
water) 


(Somerset, Bridg- 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes., Westhoughton) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. McTaggart, Bt. 
(Nirkeudbrightshire) 
J 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M., Bt. (Glas- 


gow, College) 


Stock, James Henry (Liverpool, Wal- , 


ton) 


Stone, Sir John Benjamin (Birmingham, 
East} 
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Strachey, Edward (Somerset, South) 
Stroyan, John (Perthshire, West) 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley (Essex, 
Maldon) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. (Dorset, 
Last) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath, South) 


- 
Talbot, Rt. Hon. John G. (Oxford Uni- 
versity) 
Talbot, Lord Edmund (Sussex, Chichester) 
Tanner, Charles K. Deane (Cork Co., 
Mid) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Lancashire, Rad- 
cliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E.) 
David Alfred 





| Thomas, (Merthyr 


Tydvil) 


| Thomas, Captain Freeman F. (Hastings) 
| ] e 


Thomas, J. A. (Glamorgan, Gower) 

| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R., Skipton) 

| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Selkirk) 

| Thornton, Perey M. (Clapham) 

| Tollemache, Henry J. (Cheshire, Eddis- 
bury) 

Tomnkinson, James (Cheshire, Crewe) 

Tomlinson, William KE. M. (Preston) 


(Peebles and 


Trevelyan, Charles P. (York, W.R., 
Elland) 

Tritton, Charles E. (Lambeth, Nor- 
wood) o 

Tufnell, Col. Edward (Essex, South- 
East 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews Universities) 
Tully, Jasper (Leitrim, South) 


U 


Ure, Alexander (Linlithgowshire) 


V 
Valentia, Viscount (Oxford) 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard (Sheffield, 
Central) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
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W 
Walker, Col. William H. (Widnes) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H., Bt. 
(Devon, Tiverton) 
Walton, John Lawson (Leeds, South) 
Walton, Joseph (York, W.R., Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, Jas. Leslie (Bradford, Central) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. Charles E. (Kent, Med- 
way) 
Warner, T. Courtenay T. (Stafford, Lich- 
field) 


Warr, Augustus F. (Liverpool, East 


Toxteth) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan — and 
Kinross) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney and Shet- 


land) 
Webb, Col. Wilham G. 
Kingswinford) 


(Staffordshire, 


Weir. James Galloway (Ross and Cro-! 
marty } 

Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. Earle (Taunton) 

Welby, Sir Charles G. E., Bt. (Notts, 
Newark) 

Wentworth, Capt. B. C. Vernon-( Brighton) 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd (York, W.R., 
Ripon) 

White, George (Norfolk, Nortii-West) 

White, L. (York, E.R., Buckrose) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whiteley, George (York, W.R., Pudsey) 

Whiteley, Herbert (Ashton-under-Lyne) 

Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whitmore, Charles A. (Chelsea) 

Whittaker, Thomas P. (York, W.R., Spen 
Valley) 

Williams, Arthur O. (Merionethshire) 
Williams, Rt. Hon. Joseph Powell- (Bir- 
mingham, South) 
Lieut.-Col. (Dorset, 


Williams, Robert 


West) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord (Lincoln- 
shire, Horncastle) 

Willox, Sir John Archibald (Liverpool, 
Everton) 

Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristol, North) 

Wilson, Arthur S. (York, E.R., Holder- 
ness) 

Wilson, Charles H. (Hull, West) 

Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk, Mid) 

Wilson, Henry Joseph (York, W.R., 
Holmfirth) 

Wilson, John (Falkirk Burghs) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Wilson, John William (Worcestershire, 
North) 

Wilson, J. (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 

Wilson-Todd, William H. (York, E.R., 
Howdenshire) 

Wodehouse, Hon. A. Saffron 
Walden) 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. Edmond QR. (Bath) 

Wolff, Gustavus Wilhelm (Belfast, East) 

Weodhouse, Sir James T. (Huddersfield) 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. Charles B. Stuart- 
(Shettield, Hallam) 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas, Bt. (St. Pancras, 
East) 


(Essex, 


Wylie, Alexander (Dumbartonshire) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George (Dover) 


Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. (Glamorgan, 
South) 


= 
Yerburgh, Robert A. (Chester) 
Young, Commander Oliver (Berks, 
Wokingham) 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Younger, William (Lincolnshire, Stam- 
ford) 


Yoxall, James Henry (Nottingham, West) 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


WITH 
NAMES OF MEMBERS. 


(Compiled at the opening of the Session.) 





ENGLAND—COUNTIES (234 Members). 





BEDFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Biggleswade 
South, or Luton 


BERKSHIRE (3) 
Mast, or Wokingham 
North, or Abingdon 
South, or Newbury 


3UCKINGHAMSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Aylesbury... 
North, or Buckingham 
South, or Wycombe 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE (3) 
Kast, or Newmarket 
North, or Wisbech... 
West, or Chesterton 


CHESHIRE (8) 
Altrinsham 
Crewe 
Eddisbury ... 
Hyde : 
KXnutsford ... 
Macclesfield 
Northwich ... 
Wirral 


CorNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 
North-East, or Launceston 
North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro Roe bag 
West, or St. Ives ... 


Compton, Lord Alwyne F. 
Ashton, T. Gair. 


Young, Capt. Oliver. 
Loyd, A. Kk. 
Mount, W. A, 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 
Carlile, W. W. 
Grenfell, Major W. H. 


M ‘Calmont, H. L. B. 
Brand, Hon. A. G. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R. 
Tomkinson, J. 

Tollemache, H. J. 

Chapman, E. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. B. 

Brunner, Sir J. T. 

Hoult, J. 


M‘Arthur, W. A. 

Moulton, J. F. 

Caine, W. S. 

Molesworth, Sir L., Bt. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 


Hain, E. 
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CUMBERLAND (4) 
Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith 
North, or Eskdale ... 
West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 
Chesterfield 
High Peak ... 
Ilkeston 
Mid... 
North-East... 
South 
West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 
East, or Honiton 
Mid, or Ashburton... 
North-East, or Tiverton 
North, or South Molton 
North-West, or Bi ae 
South, or Totnes ... : 
Torquay she 
West, or Tavistock 


DORSEISHIRE (4) 
Kast 
North 
South 
West 


DURHAM (8) 
Barnard Castle 
Bishop Auckland ... 
Chester-le-Street 
Houghton-le-Spring 
Jarrow cs 
Mid.. - 
North- W est 
South-East’... 


ESsEX (8) 
East, or Maldon 
Mid, or Chelmsford 
North-East, or Harwich 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South-East .. 
South, or Romford — 
South-West, or W althamstow 
West, or Epping 


(JLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 
Mid, or Stroud 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 


HAMPSHIRE (5) 
East, or Petersfield 
New Forest 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Randles, J. 8. 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Lowther, C. W. H. 
Bain, J. R. 


Bayley, Thomas. 
artington, O. 

Foster, Sir B. W. 

Jacoby, J. A. 

Bolton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., bt 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Lambert, G. 

Soares, E. J. 

Mildmay, F. Bingham. 

Barratt, F. L. 

Spear, J. W. 


Sturt, Hon. H. N. 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. E. 
Williams, Col. R 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Bt. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Lambton, Hon. F. W. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 
Rasch, Major F. C. 
Round, J. 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. 
Tufnell, Col. E. 
Sinclair, Louis. 
Morgan, D. J. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. M. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. 
Allen, C. P. 

Dorington, Sir J. E., Bt. 
Colston, C. E. H. A. 


Nicholson, W. G. 
Montagu, Hon. J. W. E. D. Scott- 
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HAMPSHIRE (5)—cont. 
North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitchin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


IsLE OF WIGHT (1) 


KENT (8) 
East, or St. Augustine’s 
Isle of Thanet 
Mid, or Medway aus 
North-East, or Faversham 
North-West, or Dartford ... 
South, or Ashford .. < 
South-West, or T unbridge 
West, or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (#) 
Bk uckpool be , 
Chorley 
Lancaster ... 
North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH-EAST (#) 
Accrington .. : ; 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale ... 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-EAsT (8) 
Eccles Ae i 
Gorton 
Heywood 
Middleton ... 

Prestwich ... 
Radclitfe-cum- -Farnw orth . 
Stretford 
Westhoughton 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WEST (7 ) 
Bootle , de ‘ 
Ince... 

Leigh 
Newton 
Ormskirk 
Southport ... 
Widnes 
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Jeffreys, A. F. 
Lee, Lt.-Col. A. H. 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. Bramston. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart. 
Clive, Capt. P. A. 


Smith, A. H. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 
Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Montagu, G. C. 


Seely, Capt. J. E. B. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Howard, Capt. J. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart, Bt. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

3oscawen, A. Griffith-. 

Forster, H. W. 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W., Bt. 
Balcarres, Lord. 

Helme, N. W. 

Cavendish, Richd. F. 


Leese, Sir J. F. 

Kay-Shuttleworth. Rt. Hon. Sir U.J. 
Rutherford, John. 

Mather, W. 


Clare, O. L. 

Hatch, E. F. G. 

Kemp, G 

Fielden, E. B. 

Cawley, F. 

Taylor, T. C. 

Maclure, Sir J. W., Bt. 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed. 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur. 

Hall, K. M. 

Walker, Col. W. H. 
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LEICESTERSHIRE (4) 
East, or Melton 
Mid, or Loughborough 
South, or Harborough 
West, or Bosworth 


LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 
East Lindsey, or Louth 
Holland, or Spalding 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
North Lindsey, or Brigg ... 
South Kesteven, or Stamford 
South Lindsey, or Horncastle 


West Lindsey, or Gainsborough ... 


MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brentford 
Ealing 
Enfield 
Harrow 
Hornsey 
Tottenham ... 
Uxbridge 


MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
North 
South 
West 


NORFOLK (6) 
East 
Mid... 
North Bt 
North-West 
South a: 
South-West 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4) 
Hast - 
Mid... 

North 
South 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 
Berwick-upon-Tweed 
Hexham 7 
Tyneside 
Wansbeck ... 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 
Bassetlaw ... 
Mansfield ... 
Newark i 
Rushcliffe ... 

OXFORDSHIRE (3) 

Mid, or Woodstock 
North, or Banbury 
South, or Henley ... 


RUTLAND (1) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Manners, Lord C. R. J. 
Levy, M. 

Logan, J. W. 

M‘Laren, C. B. B. 


Perks, R. W. 

Mansfield, H. R. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H. 
Reckitt, H. J. 

Younger, W. 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 
Ormsby-Gore, Hon. 8. F. 


Bigwood, J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Bowles, Captain H. F. 

Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. 

Howard, J. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. 


M‘Kenna, R. 
Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 


Price, R. J. 
Wilson, F. W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. B. 
White, G. 
Soames, A. W. 


Hare, T. L. 


Channing, F. A. 
Spencer, Hon. C. R. 
Sackville, 8. G.S. 
Fitzroy, Hon. J. G. 


Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Smith, H. C. 

Fenwick, C. 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G., Bt. 
Markham, A. B. 

Welby, Sir C. G. E., Bt. 

Ellis, J. E. 


Morrell, G. H. 
Brassey, Albert. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. T. 


Finch, G. H. 
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LIST OF 


SHROPSHIRE (4) 
Mid, or Wellington 
North, or Newport 
South, or Ludlow ... 
West, or Oswestry... 


SOMERSETSHIRE (7) 
Bridgwater... 
East 
Frome 
North 
South 
Wells 
West, or Wellington 


STAFFORDSHIRE (7) 
Burton 
Handsworth 
Kingswinford 
Leek 
Lichfield 
North-West 
West 


SUFFOLK (5) 
North-East, or Eye 
North, or Lowestoft 
North-West, or Stowmarket 
South-East, or Woodbridge 
South, or Sudbury 


SURREY (6) 
Kingston 
Mid, or Epsom , 
North-E ast, or W imbledon 
North-West, or Chertsey . 
South-East, or Reigate 
South-West, or Guildford 


Sussex (6) 
East, or Rye 
Mid, or Lewes . 
North, or East Grinstead .. 
North- West, or Horsham ... 
South, or Eastbourne 
South-West, or Chichester 


WARWICKSHIRE (4) 
North-East, or Nuneaton ... 
North, or Tainw orth 
South-East, or Rugby 


South-West, or Stratford-on- -Avon 


WESTMORELAND (2) 
North, or Appleby 
South, or Kendal ... 


WILTSHIRE (5) 
East, or Devizes 
North, or Cricklade si 
North-West, or ‘tga 
South, or Wilton ... 
West, or Westbury 


to 


CONSTITUENCIES. XXXV 


Brown, A. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
More, R. J. 

Leighton, Stanley. 


Stanley, E. J. 

Hobhouse, Henry. 

Barlow, J. E. 

Llewellyn, Evan H. 
Strachey, E. 

Dickinson, R. E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Radcliffe, R. F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., 
Webb, Col. W. G. 

Bill, Charles. 

Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Heath, James. 

Henderson, Alexander. 


Stevenson, F. 8 

Lucas, Col. F. A. 

Malcolm, Ian. 

Pretyman, Capt. E. G. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bart. 


Skewes-Cox, T. 

Keswick, W. 

Hambro, C. E. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


Brookfield, A. M. 
Fletcher, Sir Hy., Bt. 
Goschen, G. J., jun. 
Johnstone, J. H. 
Hogg, L. 

iy albot, Lord Edmund. 


Newdigate, F. A. 
Muntz, P. A. 

Grant, J. C. 
Milward, Col. Victor. 


Rigg, R. 


Bagot, Capt. J. F. 


Goulding, E. A. 

Fitzmaurice, Lord E. G. Petty. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Bt. 
Morrison, Lt. J. A. 

Fuller, J. M. F. 








XXXVvi LIST OF CONSTITUE 


WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East 
Mid, or Droitw ich.. 
North = 
South, or Evesham... 
West, or Bewdley 


YORKSHIRE, EAst RipING (3) 
Buckr one ag Se 
Holderness... 

Howdenshire 


YORKSHIRE, NORTH RIDING (4) 
Cleveland bie ~~ 5 
Richmond . 

Thirsk and Malton.. 
Whitby 


YORKSHIRE, Wrst RipinG (N.) (5) 
Elland ‘es ee 
Keighley 
Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 


YORKSHIRE, WEsT RIDING (S. ) @) 

Barnsley 

Colne Valley 

Doncaster ... 

Hallamshire 

Holmfirth ... 

Morley 

Normanton 

Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, WEsT RIDING (E.) (6) 
Barkston Ash ” - 
Osgoldcross 
Otley 
Pudsey 
Ripon 
Spen V alley. 


NCIES. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen. 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 
Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 
Baldwin, Alfred. 


White, L. 
Wilson, A. S 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. 


Pease, A. E. 
Hutton, John. 
Lawson, J. Grant. 


Beckett, E. W 


Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue. 
Thomson, F. W. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 


Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, F. W. 

Mappin, Sir F. T., Pe. 
Wilson, H. J 

Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, B. 

Holland, H. W. 


Gunter, Col. R. 

Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Duncan, J. H. 

Whiteley, G. 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 
Whittaker, T. P. 





ENGLAND—METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 


BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM 2) 
Battersea 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
North-East... 
South-West 

CAMBERWELL (3) 
Dulwich 


North 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1) 


Burns, John. 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Ridley, 8. F. 


Maple, Sir J. Blundell 
Macnamara, T. J. 
Banbury, F. G. 


Whitmore, C. A. 
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LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. XXxxvii 


CROYDON (1) 
DEPTFORD (1) ... 


FINSBURY (3) 
Central 
East 
Holborn 
FULHAM (1) 
GREENWICH (1)... 
HACKNEY (3) 
Central 


North 
South 


HAMMERSMITH (1) 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


LAMBETH (4) 
Brixton 
Kennington 
North 
Norwood 


LEWISHAM (1) ... 
LONDON, City (2) 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
East... oe 
West 


NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... 
West 

PADDINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


St. GEORGE’s, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... 


St. PANCRAS (4) 
East yh 
North 
South 
West 

SHOREDITCH (2) 
Haggerston 
Hoxton 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Morton, A. H. A. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Richards, H. C. 

Remnant, J. R. 

Fisher, W. Hayes 


Cecil, Lord Hugh R. H. 


Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Bousfield, W. R. 
Robertson, T. H. 


Bull, W. J. 


Hoare, E. Brodie. 


Cohen, B. L. 

Bartley, G. C. T. 
Rollit, Sir A. K. 
Lough, Thomas. 


Sharpe, W. E. T. 
Percy, Earl. 


Mowbray, Sir R. G., Bt. 
Cook, F. L. 

Horner, F. W. 

Tritton, C. E. 


Penn, John 


(Dimsdale, Sir J. C. 


*** (Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Boulnois, Edmund 
Scott, Sir S. E., Bt. 


Bailey, Jas. 


Norton, Capt. C. W. 


Aird, John. 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 


Legge, Col. Hon. H. 


Wrightson, Sir Thos., Bt. 
Moon, E. R. P. 

Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
Graham, H. R. 


Cremer, W. R. 


Hay, Hon. C. G. D. 








XXXvViii 


SOUTHWARK (3) 
Bermondsey 
Rotherhithe 
West 


STRAND (1) 


Tower HAMLEts (7) 


Bow and Bromley ... 


Limehouse ... 

Mile End 

Poplar 

St. George’s 

Stepney ; 

Whitechapel 
WANDSWORTH (1) 
West Ham (2) 

North 

South 
WESTMINSTER (1) 


WooLWICcH (1)... 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Cust, H. J. C. 
Macdona, J. Cumming. 
Causton, R. K. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


Guthrie, W. M. 

Samuel, Harry S. 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Buxton, Sydney C. 
Dewar, T. R. 

Gordon, Major W. E. FE. 
Samuel, 8. M. 


Kimber, Hy. 

Gray, Ernest. 

Banes, Major G. E. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. L. Ashmead B. 
Hughes, Col. Edwin. 


ENGLAND—PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) 
AsTON MANOR (1) 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS (1). 
Batu, City (2) ... 
BEDFORD (1) 
BIRKENHEAD (1) 


BIRMINGHAM, City (7) 
Bordesley ... 
Central 
Kast va 
Edgbaston ... 
North 
South 
West 


BLACKBURN (2) ... 


BOLTON (2) 


BosTon (1) 


BRADFORD, City (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


BRIGHTON (2) 


Whiteley, H. J. 

Cecil, E. 

Cayzer, Sir C. W. 

{ Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 


*** | Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E. R. 


Pym, C. Guy. 
Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Parkes, Ebenezer. 

Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 

Lowe, F. W. 

Middlemore, J. T. , 
Williams, J. Powell-. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph. 


(Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


‘* (Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


jCross, H. S. 


* \ Harwood, G. 


Garfit, W. 


Wanklyn, J. L. 
Greville, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 
Flower, Ernest 8. F. 


Loder, Gerald W. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon-. 
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BRISTOL, City (4) 
Kast a 
North 
South 
West 
BURNLEY (1) 
Bury (1) 
Bury St. Epmunps (1) 


CAMBRIDGE (1) ... 


CANTERBURY, City (1)... 


CARLISLE, City (1) 
CHATHAM (1) 
CHELTENHAM (1) 
CHESTER, City (1) 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) 
COLCHESTER (1) 
CovENTRY (1) 


DARLINGTON (1) 
DERBY (2) 


DEVONPORT (2) ... 
Dewsbury (1) ... 
Dover (1) 
Duptry (1) 
DurRHAM, City (1) 
EXETER, City (1) 


GATESHEAD (1) ... 


GLOUCESTER, CITY (1) ... 


GRANTHAM (1) ... 
GRAVESEND (1) ... 
GRimsBy, GREAT (1) 
HALIFAX (2) 
HANLEY (1) 
HARTLEPOOL (1) 
HASTINGS (1) 
HEREFORD, City (1) 


HUDDERSFIELD (1) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. XXXix 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. 

Wills, Sir F. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. H. 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt. 


Mitchell, W. 

Kenyon, Jas. 

Greene, Sir E. W., Bt. 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose-, Bt. 
Heaton, J. Henniker. 

Gully, Rt. Hon. W. C. (SPEAKER) 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. 
Agg-Gardner, J. T. 

Yerburgh, R. A. 

Balfour, Major K. R. 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. 
Murray, C. J. 

Pease, Herbt. P. 


(Roe, Sir T. 
* | Bell, R. 


(Kearley, H. E. 
* \Morton, E. J.C. 


Oldroyd, Mark. 
Wyndham, George. 
Robinson, Brooke. 

Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. 
Vincent, Sir E. 

Allan, William. 

Rea, R. 

Priestley, A. 

Parker, H. G. G. 
Doughty, G. 


(Crossley, Sir S. B. 
‘** | Whiteley, J. H. 


Heath, A. H. 
Furness, Sir C. 
Thomas, Capt. F. F. 
Arkwright, J. 8. 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. 








xl LIST OF 


Hut, City (3 
Central 
East 
West 


HYTHE (1) 
Ipswicu (2) 


KIDDERMINSTER (1) 


LEEDs, City (5) 
Central 
East 
North 
South 
West 


LEICESTER (2) 


LINCOLN, City (1) 


LIVERPOOL, City (9) 
Abercromby 
East Toxteth 
Everton 
Exchange 
Kirkdale 
Scotland 
Walton 
West Derby 
West Toxteth 


Lynn REcIs (1) 
MAIDSTONE (1) ... 
MANCHESTER, City (6) 
East : 
North os 
North-East... 
North-West 
South - 
South-West 
MIDDLESBROUGH (1) 
MonmovutH District (1) 
MorPE&tH (1) 
NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME (1) ... 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, City (2) 
NORTHAMPTON (2) 


Norwicu, City (2) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


King, Sir H. Seymour. 
Firbank, J. T. 

Wilson, C. H. 

Sassoon, Sir Edward A., Bt. 


(Goddard, D. F. 


‘ (Dalrymple, Sir Chas., Bt. 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. 
Cautley, H. 8. 

Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Walton, John Lawson 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


{ Broadhurst, Henry. 


* \Rolleston, Sir J. F. L. 


Seely, C. H. 


Lawrence, W. F. 
Warr, A. F. 

Willox, Sir J. A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles, 
Maclver, David. 
O'Connor, T. P. 
Stock, J. H. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Houston, R. P. 


Bowles, T. Gibson. 
Barker, J. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Schwann, C. E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H., Bt. 
Peel, Hon. W. R. W. 
Galloway, W. J. 


Sadler, Col. S. A. 


cd 


Harris, Dr. Rutherfoord. 
Burt, Thomas. 


Haslam, Sir A. 8. 
{ Plummer, W. R. 


* (Renwick, G. 


(Labouchere, Henry. 


* (Shipman, Dr. J. G. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt 
Bullard, Sir Harry. 
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LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. xli 


NorrinGHaM, City (3) 
East is oh 
South 
West 


OLDHAM (2) 


OxForD, City (1) 


PENRYN AND FALMOUTH (1) ... 


PLYMOUTH (2) ... 
PONTEFRACT (1)... 
PORTSMOUTH (2) 
PRESTON (2) 
READING (1) 
ROCHDALE (1) ... 
ROCHESTER, City (1) 


St. HELENS (1) ... 


SALFORD (3) 
North 
South 
West 
SALISBURY, City (1) 
SCARBOROUGH (1) 
SHEFFIELD, City (5) 
Attercliffe ... 
Brightside ... 
Central 
Keclesall 
Hallam 


SHREWSBURY (1) 
SOUTHAMPTON (2) 


SOUTH SHIELDS (1) 
STAFFORD (1) 


STALYBRIDGE (1) 
STOCKPORT (2) ... 


STOCKTON (1) 


STOKE-UPON-TRENT (1)... 


SUNDERLAND (2) 


Bond, Edward. 
Bentinck, Lord H. C. 
Yoxall, J, H. 


(Emmott, Alfred. 


* \ Churchill, W. L. 8. 


Valentia, Viscount. 
Horniman, F. J. 


{ Duke, H. E. 
(Guest, Hon. I. C. 


Nussey, T. Willans. 


{ Majendie, J. H. A. 


(Lucas, R. J. 


(Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W, 
\ Tomlinson, W. E. M. 


Palmer, G. W. 

Royds, Col. C. M. 

Cranborne, Viscount. 
Seton-Karr, Henry. 
Platt-Higgins, F. 

Groves, J. G. 

Knowles, Lees. 

Palmer, W. 

Rickett, J. Compton. 

Langley, Batty. 

Maddison, F. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart-. 
Greene, H. D. 


jSimeon, Sir J. S. Barrington, Bt. 


* \ Chamberlayne, T. 


Robson, W. 8. 
Shaw, T. F. C. E. 
Ridley, M. White. 


(Leigh, Sir Joseph. 


* (Melville, B. V. 


Ropner, Col. E. H. O. R. 
Coghill, D. H. 
fDoxford, Sir Le 


* \Pemberton, J. 8. G. 








xlii LIST 
TAUNTON (1) 
TYNEMOUTH (1)... 
WAKEFIELD, City (1) ... 
WALSALL (1) 
WARRINGTON (1) 
WARWICK AND LEAMINGTON (1) 
WEDNESBURY (1) 
West BrRoMWICH (1) ... 
WHITEHAVEN (1) 
WIGAN (1) 
WINCHESTER, CiTy (1)... 
WINDsor (1) 
WOLVERHAMPTON (3) 
Kast 
South 
West 
WorcEsTER, City (1)... 


YARMOUTH, GREAT (1) 


York, City (2) 


OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Harris, F. L. 


Milton, Viscount. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D., Bt. 


Pierpoint, Robert. 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred. 
Green, W. D. 

Spencer, J. Ernest. 

Helder, Augustus. 

Powell, Sir F. S., Bt. 
Myers, W. H. 

Barry, Sir F. T., Bt. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. 


Norman, H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Allsopp, Hon. G. H. 
Colomb, Sir John C,. R. 


‘ 


(Butcher, J. G. 


** | Faber, G. D. 


WALES COUNTIES (19 Members). 


ANGLESEY (1) 
BRECKNOCKSHIRE (1) 
CARDIGANSHIRE (1) 


CARMARTHENSHIRE (2) 
East 
West 


CARNARVONSHIRE (2) 
North or Arfon 
South or Eifion 


DENBIGHSHIRE (2) 
East 
West 


FLINTSHIRE (1) .. 


GLAMORGANSHIRE (5) 
East 
Mid... 
Rhondda 
South 
West, or Gower 


MERIONETHSHIRE (1) 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Morley, Charles. 


Davies, M. L. Vaughan. 


Thomas, Abel. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd. 


Jones, William. 
Roberts, J. Bryn 


Moss, Samuel. 
Roberts, J. H. 
Smith, Samuel. 
Thomas, Alfred. 


Evans, 8. T. 
Abraham, William. 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Thomas, J. A. 
Williams, A. O. 
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LIST OF 
MONTGOMERYSHIRE (1) 
PEMBROKESHIRE (1) 


RADNORSHIRE (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


xliii 
Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Philipps, J. Wynford. 

Edwards, F. 





WALES—BOROUGHS (11 Members). 


CarDIFF District (1) ... 
CARMARTHEN DIstTRICT (1) 
CARNARVON District (1) 
DENBIGH DisTRICT (1) ... 
Fuint District (1) 
MERTHYR TYDVIL (2) ... 
MontuoMery District (1) 
PEMBROKE AND HAVERFORDWEST District (1) 
SWANSEA (2) 

District 

Town 


SCOTLAND—COUNTIES 

ABERDEENSHIRE (2) 

East 

West 
ARGYLLSHIRE (1) 
AYRSHIRE (2) 

North 

South 
BANFFSHIRE (1) ... 
BERWICKSHIRE (1) 
BUTESHIRE (1) 
CAITHNESS-SHIRE (1) 
CLACKMANNAN AND Kinross (1) 
DUMBARTONSHIRE (1) ... 
DUMFRIESSHIRE (1) 
EDINBURGH (MIDLOTHIAN) (1) 
ELGIN AND NAIRN (1)... 
FIFESHIRE (2) 

East... 

West 


FORFARSHIRE (1) 


Reed, Sir E. J. 
Davies, Alfred. 
Lloyd-George, David. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. 
Lewis, J. H. 


(Thomas, D. A. 
* | Hardie, J. Keir. 


Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 


Laurie, Lieut.-Col. J. W. 


Jones, D. Brynmor, 
Newnes, Sir G. 


(39 Members). 


Maconachie, A. W. 
Farquharson, Dr. R. 


Nicol, Donald N. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 
Arrol, Sir William. 

Black, A. W. 

Tennant, H. J. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. Graham. 
Harmsworth, R. L. 
Wason, Eugene. 

Wylie, Alexander. 
Maxwell, W. J. H. 
Murray, Hon. A. W. C. O. 
Gordon, Hon. J. E. 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Hope, J. D. 


Sinclair, Capt. J. 





xliv LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 
HADDINGTONSHIRE (1) ... “s oe .... Haldane, R. B G 
INVERNESS-SHIRE (1)... a sis ... Dewar, J. A. 
KINCARDINESHIRE (1) ... Pe ~ ... Crombie, J. W. 
KIRKCUDBRIGHTSHIRE (1) __... ee ... Stewart, Sir Mark J. McT., Bt. 
LANARKSHIRE (6) 

Govan is as a or ... Craig, R. H. 

Mid rile ~ i is ... Caldwell, J. GH 

North-East ... i iit mae ... Colville, J. H 

North-West ve os dake ... Douglas, C. M. | 

Partick ee ie BA bee ... Smith, J. Parker. IN 

South es sisi isis aaa ... Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. k 

x 
LINLITHGOWSHIRE (1) ... se a ... Ure, Alex. K 
x 
ORKNEY AND SHETLAND (1) ... t ... Wason, J.C. I 
p 
PEEBLES AND SELKIRK (1)... oe ... Thorburn, Sir Walter. u 
M 
PERTHSHIRE (2) , 

East el ee eee, TG, B, Be. Pa 

West Ss on a od ... Stroyan, J. PE 
RENFREWSHIRE (2) ST 

East pee Ste ses wake ... Shaw-Stewart, M. H. 

West chs iss bs me ... Renshaw, C. B ST 
Ross AND CroMARTY (1)... wae .. Weir, J. G. W 
ROXBURGHSHIRE (1)... ve si ... Dalkeith, Earl of. 

STIRLINGSHIRE (1)... a sia ... MeKillop, J. 
SUTHERLANDSHIRE (1)... ses ese ... Leveson-Gower, F. S. 
: . AY 
WIGTONSHIRE (1) ~ os ies ... Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E., Bt. 
SCOTLAND—CITIES AND BURGHS (31 Members). Ar 
ABERDEEN, City (2) 

North nes = sie Ss .... Pirie, D. V. 

South ie ot an ae ... Bryce, Rt. Hon. James . Ca 
Ayr District (1)... ws. ws eee) Orrr-Ewing, C. L. CA 
Dumrriks District (1) sii ee ... Reid, Sir R. T. 

. CL. 
ie { Robertson, Edmund. 
J 4 J ? 
DUNDEE (2) __... ved Ae -n -- Leng, Sir John. 
EDINBURGH, City (4) Co. 

Central... ne es wae ... Brown, G. M. 

East bir sel pee ‘a ... McCrae, George. 

South oe = =P ses ... Agnew, Sir A. N., Bt. 

West es ve ve oe ... Melver, Sir Lewis, Bt 
Exein District (1)... sxe see ... Asher, Alexander. 

FaLkirk District (1)... ous ie ... Wilson, John. 











LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Giascow, City (7) 


Blackfriars and Hutchesontown ... 


Bridgeton ... 
Camlachie ... 
Central 
College 
St. Rollox ... 
Tradeston ... 


GREENOCK (1) ... 

Hawick District (1) ... 
INVERNESS District (1) 
KILMARNOCK District (1) 
KirkCALDY Dtstrict (1) 
LeirH District (1) 
MOoNTROSE DIstTRicT (1) 
PAISLEY (1) 

Pertu City (1) 

st. ANDREWS District (1) 
STIRLING District (1)... 
Wick District (1) 


Law, A. B. 

Dickson, C. S. 

Cross, Alexander. 

Baird, J. G. A. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M., Bt. 
Wilson, John. 

Corbett, A. Cameron. 


Reid, James. 

Shaw, Thomas. 

Finlay, Sir R. B. 
Denny, Col. J. McA. 
Dalziel, J. H. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro. 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. 
Dunn, Sir Wm., Bt. 
Wallace, Robert. 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 


Bignold, Arthur. 


IRELAND—COUNTIES (85 Members). 


ANTRIM (4) 
East 
Mid... 
North 
South 


ARMAGH CouNTY (3) 
Mid... 
North 
South 


CarLtow County (1) 


CAVAN (2) 
East 
West 


CLARE (2) 
Kast 
West 


Cork, County (7) 
East 
Mid... 
North me 
North-East ... 
South si 
South-East ... 
West 


McCalmont, Col. J. 
O'Neill, Hon. R. T. 
Moore, William. 
Macartney, W. G. F. 


Lonsdale, J. B. 
Saunderson, Col. Rt. Hon. E. J, 
Campbell, J. 


Hammond, John, 


Young, Samuel. 
McGovern, Thos. 


Redmond, W. H. K. 
Jameson, Major J. E. 


Donelan, Captain A. J. C. 
Tanner, Dr. C. K. D. 
Flynn, J. C. 

Abraham, Wm. 

Barry, Edward. 

Crean, Eugene. 


Gilhooly, J. 
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DONEGAL (4) M 
East et - ak St .... MeFadden, E. a 
North _ si she he ... O'Doherty, W. 

South oe ee ee a ... MacNeill, J. G. Swift. 


West = ae ‘és ne ... Boyle, James. 
Down (4) ME 
East is bi au or ... Rentoul, J. A. 
North eS 5 Fe as ... Corbett, T. L. 
South a ot ae hs .... M‘Cartan, Michael. 


West " se ia is ... Hill, Captain Arthur. Mo 


DvusLin, County (2) 
North ee bi ~ eh ... Claney, J. J. Qui 


South ve iis ae os ... Mooney, J. J. 

FERMANAGH (2) 
North ve a = af ... Arehdale, E. M. Ros 
South hs aA oe “ ... Jordan, Jeremiah. , 


Gatway, County (4) 
Connemara... O'Malley, William. SLIG 


East ~~ ‘ai iz at z Roche, John. 
North ea << soe » ... Nolan, Col. J. P. 
South ae ve ei te ... Duffy, W. J. 


Tipp 
CERRY (4) 
East ae ee coh aie ... Murphy, J. 
North ve iad — ne ... Flavin, M. J. 
South a 7. ef ae ... Boland, J. P. 
West see ie — site ... O'Donnell, Thos. ' 
Tyre 
KILDARE (2) 7 
North es sec = i ... Leamy, Edmund. . 
South : oe : Se ... Minch, Matthew J. 
KILKENNY County (2) Wa 
North Be me es eng .... M‘Dermott, Patrick. ATI 
South ae i oe ae ... O'Mara, James. 
Kine’s County (2) WEst1 
3irr PN ie vi ie ... Reddy, Michael. a 
Tullamore ... a BAe bey .. Burke, E. H. « 
LEITRIM (2) Wext 
North ive ‘as hes a ... M‘Hugh, Patrick A. si n 
South ne ror ‘Se bis ... Tully, Jasper. S 
LIMeERIck, County (2) Wick 
East see ks ~~ ie ... Lundon, Wm. I 
West ee hen ve ‘ne ... O'Shaughnessy, P. J. V 
LONDONDERRY, County (2) 
North acs ne aa iby .... Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John. 
South sks te ee a .... Gordon, J. 
BELFA 
E 


LONGFORD, CoUNTY (2) } 
North yy = sb me ... Farrell, J. P. N 
South ee ise “es 7 ... Blake, Edward. Si 


LouTH (2) 
North “os - ib a ... Healy, T. M. 


South is Ke eve wie ... Nolan, Joseph. Cork, 
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Mayo (4) 
East ae 5a ae om ... Dillon, John. 
North 9 ‘es ae sas ... O’Kelly, Conor. 
South oe os hee a ... O'Donnell, John. 
West vr ae ee oi .... Ambrose, Robert. 


MEATH (2) 
North a6 ae ies So ... White, Patrick. 
South a oi es _— ... Carew, J. L. 


MONAGHAN (2) 
North ae sist oe or ... Macaleese, Daniel. 
South as ss a, a ... Daly, Jas. 


QUEEN’S County (2) 
Leix... on mer mee oe ... MaeDonnell, Dr. M. A. 
Ossory ‘9 he vis Se ... Delany, William. 


RoSCOMMON (2) 
North ci oe ve — .. O'Kelly, Jas. 
South a ae ae of ... Hayden, J. P. 
Stico, County (2) 
North sai _ we eae ... McKillop, W. 
South sie ee ae a ... O'Dowd, John. 


TIPPERARY (4) 
East a F ne oe ... Condon, T. J. 
Mid... Ne Ree ie Ss ... O’Brien, K. E. 
North es ne ae er ... O’Brien, P. J. 


South oa Sos ae ei ... Cullinan, John. 
TYRONE (4) 

Kast ao oe mer Ass ... Doogan, P. C. 

Mid... — ire ts ee ... Murnaghan, George. 


North we sits ve ie ... Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
South OSs ae 3% ee ... Russell, T. W. 


WATERFORD, CoUNTY (2) 
Kast se ae a eds 3s Power, P. J; 
West or ao _ see oe BROG dD. 3. 


WESTMEATH (2) 


North sits “a Ee ese ... Kennedy, P. J. 

South ie vee ere _ ... Sullivan, Donal. 
WEXFORD (2) 

North oe be sre aes ... Esmonde, Sir T. H. G. 

South — or — a ... Ffrench, Peter. 
WIcKLOw (2) 

Kast ‘ee sbi a ve ... Cogan, Denis J. 

West ae ee or — ... O'Connor, James. 


IRELAND—CITIES AND BOROUGHS (16 Members) 


BELFAST, City (43 
East we a “Bx ee ... Wolff, G. W. 
North i ae _ 2, ... Haslett, Sir Jas. H. 
South es ne Se ss ... Johnston, Wm. 
West oN is ae ne ... Arnold-Forster, H. O. 


, . O’Brien, J. F. X. 
Cork, City (2)... ie ax sia -- 1O’Brien, William. 
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Dusin, City (4) 
College Green 
Dublin Harbour 
St. Patrick’s “ 
St. Stephen’s Green 


Gatway, Town (1) 
KILKENNY (1) ... 
Limerick, City (1) 
LONDONDERRY, City (1) 
Newry (1) 


WATERFORD (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Nannetti, J. P. 
Harrington, T. 
Field, William. 
McCann, James. 


Morris, Hon. M. H. F. 

O’Brien, Patrick. 

Joyce, Michael. 

Hamilton, Capt. the Marquess of. 
Carvill, P. G. H. 

Redmond, J. E. 


UNIVERSITIES (9 Members). 


ENGLAND :— 
Cambridge University (2)... 
London University (1) 
Oxford University (2) 


SCOTLAND :— 


{ Jebb, Sir R. C. 


‘| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 


Foster, Sir Michael. 


f Anson, Sir W. R., Bart. 
“| Talbot, Rt. Hon. J. G. 


Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities (1) Tuke, Sir J. Batty. 


Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities (1) ... 


IRELAND :— 


Dublin University (2) 


Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. A. 


{ Carson, Rt. Hon. E. H. 


Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 


SUMMARY. 
No. of 
ENGLAND Members. 
Counties... rs i 234 
Metropolitan Boroughs... ne 62 
Provincial Cities and Boroughs 164 
— 460 
WALES 
Counties... a 19 
Boroughs ee | 
—- 30 
SCOTLAND 
Counties... - 39 
Cities and Burghs 31 
— 70 
IRELAND 
Counties ... _ 85 
Cities and Boroughs 16 
acti ON 
UNIVERSITIES 
England ... 5 
Scotland ... 2 
Ireland . 9 
ee 9 
Total number of Members 670 
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30 


101 


670 
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VOLUME LXXXVIII. 


VOLUME OF SESSION 2, 1900. 
[DECEMBER .: to DECEMBER 15.) 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rp DECEMBER, 1900. 


HE FIRST SESSION or tHe FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT or HER 
MAJESTY THE QUEEN, anp THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 
or tHE UNITED KINGDOM or GREAT BRITAIN anp IRELAND, was 


opened by Commission. 


The Commons (who were sent for) being at the Bar, were directed to /'ive 
proceed to the choice of a Speaker, and to present such person whom they 
should so choose here to-morrow, at Twelve o’clock, for Her Majesty’s 


Royal Approbation —... iit sie ois esi ssi vite -— € 
The LorD CHANCELLOR, singly in the first place, took Oath at the 

Table Ke oo ae sid om wm one ” 2 
Certificate of the Election of Sixteen Representative Peers for Scotland 

Delivered and read... i ane — or sa ene np 2 

RoLL oF THE Lorps 2 
The Lorb CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that he had received 
from the Registrar in Bankruptcy of the High Court of Justice a 
certificate under the seal of the said Court, stating, “That the Right 
Honourable Charles Douglas Richard, Baron Sudeley, of Ormeley Lodge, 
Ham Common, in the County of Surrey, being a Peer of Parliament, was 
adjudicated bankrupt on the 13th ses of August, 1900”: the same was 

ordered to lie on the Table... vi ee < 2 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that he had _ received 
from the Registrar in Bankruptcy of the High Court of Justice a cer- 
titicate under the seal of the said Court, stating, “That the Most Noble 
William Angus Drogo, Duke of Manchester, of No. 45, Portman Square, 
in the County of London, being a Peer of Parliament, was adjudicated 
bankrupt on the 18th day of September, 1900”: the same was ordered to 
lie on the Table are vk a et co ves ae 8 


VOL. LXXXVIIL [Fourta Sens } d 
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SAT. FIRST. 
The Earl Howe sat first in Parliament after the death of his father... 3 
The Lord Delamere sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 3 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 3rp DECEMBER, 1900. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners by Black Rod. 


The House went ; and a Commission having been read for opening and 
holding the Parliament, the Lords Commissioners directed the House to 
proceed to the election of a Speaker, and present him to-morrow, at 
Twelve of the clock, in the House of Peers, for the Royal Approbation. 


The House returned. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Motion made—-“ That the Right Hon. William Court Gully do take the 
Chair of this House as Speaker.” —(Sir Jumes Fergusson.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- Mr. William Court Gully (Car- 
shire, V.) oe or 6 lisle) ... 5 ssh dis 8 


The House then having again unanimously called Mr. William Court 
Gully to the Chair, he was taken out of his place and conducted to the 
Chair by Sir James Fergusson and Dr. Farquharson. 


Then the Maee, which before lay under the Table, was placed on the 


Table. 
DISCUSSION :-— 
The First Lord of the Trea- Str HH. Coimpbell-Bannerinwn, 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, (Stirling Burghs) ... 0 10 
Manchester E.) ies 9 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour moved, “That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. SPEAKER ELECT thereupon pu 1e uestion, which being 
Mr. SPEAKER ELEcr thereupc t the Question, which being 
agreed to: 
The House adjourned accordingly until To-morrow, and Mr. Sneaker 
The H \j 1 ling] til % 1 
Elect went away without the Mace before him. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Three of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 47TH DECEMBER, 1900. 
SPEAKER OF THE House or CommMons—The Lords Commissioners being 
seated in front of the Throne, and the Commons being sent for— 
Mr. SPEAKER ELEcT presented himself xt the Bar of the House to 
submit himself for Her Majesty’s gracious approbation. 





age 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR having assured Mr. Speaker Elect of Her 
Majesty's gracious approval, 
Mr. SPEAKER then claimed for the Commons all their ancient and 
undoubted rights and privileges. 


The Commons then withdrew. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR [RELAND—Writs and Returns electing the Lord 
Inchiquin a Representative Peer for Ireland in the room of the Earl of 
Portarlington deceased, with the Certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland annexed thereto: Delivered (on oath), and Certiticate read 


RE-ELECTION OF MINistERS—The Commons, who were sent for, being at 
the Bar with their Speaker, the Lord Chancellor delivered the Speech of 
the Lords Commissioners to both Houses of Parliament, signifying Her 
Majesty’s pleasure that an opportunity be now given to issue writs for 
supplying the vacancies occasioned in the House of Commons owing to 
the acceptance of office from the Crown by Members of that House: Then 
the Commons withdrew 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: ‘TUESDAY, 4rH DECEMBER, 1900. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock, Mr. Speaker Elect taking the 
Chair. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners by Black Rod. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported, That the House had been in the House of Peers, 
where Her Majesty was pleased, by Her Majesty’s Commissioners, to 
approve of the choice the House had made of him to be their Speaker ; 
and that he had in their name and on their behalf, bv humble Petition to 
Her Majesty, made claim to their ancient and undoubted Rights and 
Privileges, particularly to freedom from arrest and ail molestation of their 
Persons ; to freedom of speech in Debate ; to free access to Her Majesty 
when occasion shall require ; and that the most favourable construction 
shall be put upon all their proceedings, which, he said, Her Majesty, by 
her said Commissioners, had confirmed to them in as full and ample a 
manner as they have been heretofore granted or allowed by Her Majesty, 
or any of her Royal predecessors. 

Mr. SPEAKER repeated his most respectful acknowledgments to the 
House for the high honour they had done him. 


Mr. SPEAKER then put the House in mind that their first duty was to 
take and subscribe the Oath required by Law. 


Thereupon Mr. SPEAKER first alone, standing upon the upper step of 
the Chair, took and subseribed the Oath. 
Several Members took and subscribed the Oath, and a Member made 
and subscribed the Athirmation required by Law 
} » 
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(H-ELECTION OF MINISTERS. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners by Black Rod. 


The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported, That the Lords Commissioners under the Great 
Seal for opening and holding this Parliament had made a communication 
to both Houses, which Mr. SPEAKER read to the House. 


Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath, and several 
Members made and subscribed the Aftirmation required by Law ... -- «16 


NEW WRITS. 


County of Surrey (South Western or Guildford Division)—in the room 
of Right Hon. William St. John Freemantle Brodrick, Secretary of State. 


Borough of Preston—in the room of Right Hon. Robert William Han- 
bury, President of the Board of Agriculture. 


Borough of Dover—in the room of George Wyndham, esquire, Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of [reland. 


County of Suffolk (South Eastern or Woodbridge Division)—in the 
room of Ernest George Pretyman, esquire, one of the Commissioners for 
executing the office of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland. 

County of Derby (Western Division)—in the room of Victor Christian 
Cavendish, esquire, Treasurer of Her Majesty’s Household. 


County of Somerset (Western or Wellington Division) —in the room of 
Captain Sir Alexander Fuller Acland-Hood, baronet, Vice-Chamberlain of 
Her Majesty’s Household.—(Siv William Walrond.) se sen ws 0 
Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath, and several other 
Members made and subscribed the Aftirmation required by Law. 


AbDJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, “That this House do now 
adjourn ”—(Sir William /Vulrond)—put, and agreed to, 


Adjourned accordingly at five minutes after Four of the clock. 
; : ‘h 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 5rH DECEMBER, 1900. 


Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath, and several 
other Members made and subscribed the Aftirmation required by Law ... 17 


ADJOURNMENT—Motion made, and Question, “That this House do now 
adiourn "—(Sir William IWalron?)— put, and agreed to... ns ae | 


Adjourned accordingly at Four of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 6rH DECEMBER, 1900. 
Her Masesty’s SpEEcH—The Commons being at the Bar, with their Speaker, 
the LorD CHANCELLOR delivered Her Majesty’ s Speech to both Houses of 
Parliament ; Then the Commons withdrew .. os aes a <a 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR SCOTLAND—The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had received (by post) from 
the Lord Clerk Register of Scotland Minutes of the meeting held on the 
5th of October last of the Peers of Scotland for the election of their repre- 
sentatives to sit and vote in the ensuing Parliament of the United 
Kingdom ; and also, Return by the Lord Clerk Register of Scotland con- 
cerning Titles of Peerages called at the said meeting, in right of which 
respectively no vote had been received and counted for fifty years last 
past as at the date of the said meeting: Ordered that the said Minutes of 
Election, ete., be printed. (No. 1.) ... vs 


His Royal Highness the Duke of Cambridge, singly, took the Oath. 
His Royal Highness the Duke of York, singly, took the Oath. 


Edward Stuart Lord Bishop of Rochester was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, singly, took the Oath. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 

SELECT VESTRIES—Bill, pro forma, read 1¢ 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MAJEsTY’s Most GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


Moved—* That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty in 
reply to the Gracious Speech from the Throne.”—(The Earl of Lathom.) 


Lord Monk Bretton ih ve va a oak ro eve 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Kimberley 23 The Earl of Rosebery... 
The Prime Minister and Lord The Lord President of the C Youncil 
Privy Seal (The _— 38 (The Duke of Devonshire) 
of Salisbury)... « 82 Lord Tweedmouth 


On Question, agreed to; Address ordered to be presented to Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


His RoyaL HIGHNESS THE DUKE oF SAxE-CopurG AND GoTHA.—The Lord 
Chancellor acquainted the House that he had (after the close of the last 
Session of Parliament) received a letter from Her Royal and Imperial 
Highness, Marie, Duchess of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha, Duchess of Edin- 
burgh, containing an Answer to the Message of Condolence of this House 
of the 2nd of August last. 


Ordered that the said letter be entered on the Journals 


lili 
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COMMITTEES. 


The EARL OF Morey appointed, nemine dissentiente, to take the Chair in all 
Committees of this House for this Session. 


Committee for Privileges appointed. 
Committee for the Journals appointed. 
Stoppages in the Streets, Order to prevent, renewed. 


Appeal Committee appointed. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by Her Majesty 
had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of 
the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 
1896, namely :— 


Inpia—(Statistical Abstract). Statistical Abstract relating to British India 
from 1889-90 to 1898-99.  Thirty-fourth Number. (10th August.) 
(Trade.) Review of the Trade of India in 1899-1900. (12th September.) 
(Sanitary Measures.) Report on Sanitary Measures in India in 1898-99. 
(1st November.) $i 


Lunacy (ScorLanp) Act—Forty-second Annual Report of the General 
Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland. (11th August.) 


TrapE Repor7s.—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports on Trade 
and Finance—No. 2504. Switzerland (Swiss Trade in Textiles, 1898). No. 
2505. Russia (Riga). No. 2506. United States (San Francisco). No. 
2507. Portugal (Trade of Northern Portugal), No. 2508. Portugal (Dis- 
trict of Inhambane). No. 2509. Egypt (Port Said and Suez). No. 2510. 
United States (Oregon, ete.) (15th August). No. 2511. Corea. No. 2512. 
China (Canton). 2515. France (Madagascar). No. 2514. Dutch and 
French Guiana, (18th August). No. 2515. Belgium (Trade, Finances., 
etc., for the year 1899). (21st August). No. 2516. Germany (Dantzig, 
Konisberg, and Memel). No. 2517. Portugal (Madeira). No. 2518. 
Siami(Chiengmai). No. 2519. Italy (Rome). (25th August). No. 2520. 
Trade of Zanzibar for 1899. (29th August.) No. 2521. Austria-Hun- 
gary (Fiume). No. 2522. Russia (Odessa). No. 2523. Germany. No. 
2524. Italy (South Italy—Supplementary). No. 2525. Japan (Nqth 
Formosa). (15th September.) No. 2526. Argentine Republic (Finances 
for the years 1899-1900). (18th September.) No. 2527. Mexico. No. 
2528. Siam (Bangkok). (22nd September.) No. 2529. Italy (Trade of 
Sicily for 1899). No. 2530. Denmark (Trade of Iceland for the years 
1897-99). No. 2531. Abyssinia (Adis Abbaba and Harrar). No. 2532. 
Germany (Wurtemberg). No. 2533. Persia (Khorassan). No. 2534. 
tussia (Agriculture in the Transcaucasus) (2nd November). No. 2535. 
Russia (Consular District of St. Petersburg). No. 2536. Africa (Kast 
Africa Protectorate). No. 2537. Dominica Republic. (10th November.) 
No. 2538. Uruguay (Trade for 1899 and part of 1900). (22nd Novem- 
ber.) No. 2539. Mexico (Trade of Vera Cruz for the years 1898-99 and 
part of 1900). (28th November) ' 


Miscellaneous Series: Reports on Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest :—No. 535. Germany (German East Africa). (18th August.) 
No. 536. Germany (Extension of German Subsidised Mail Steamers to 
South Africa). No. 537. United States (Cattle Trade in Kansas). 30th 
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August.) No. 538, Spain (Mining Interest in the Province of Galicia). 
No. 539. Japan (Agriculture and Horse and Cattle Breeding in Kagoshima 
Prefecture). (2nd November.) No. 540. Germany (Carbide of Calcium 
and Acetylene Gas). No. 541. United States (Mining and Metallurgical 
Industry in Butte District, Montana). (20th November.) No. 542. 
British Trade with Switzerland for the year 1899. (22nd November.) ... 


ArricA—No. 7. (1900)—-Report by the Mombasa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway 
Committee on the Progress of the Works 1899-1900. [With a Map and 
Section.] (15th August.) No. 8. (1900)—Maps illustrative of the 
Preliminary Report by Her Majesty’s Special Commissioner on the Pro- 
tectorate of Uganda. [See Africa, No. 6, 1900.] (2nd November.) 


likisH LAND CoMMIss1on—Judicial Rents: Return for January, 1900. (17th 
August.) Proceedings: Return for March, 1900. Proceedings: Return 
for April, 1900. (1st September.) Judicial Rents : Return for February, 
1900. (10th September.) Proceedings: Return for May, 1900. (18th 
September.) Proceedings: Return for June, 1900, (24th September.) 
Proceedings : Return for July, 1900. Proceedings: Return for August, 
1900. (7th November.) Judicial Rents: Return for March, 1900. 
(17th November.) a cae eee oe oe aoe ns 


SouTH ArricA—Correspondence relating to recent political situation in South 
Africa. (22nd August) 


Treaty SERIES—No. 17. (1900). Convention between the United Kingdom 
und the United States of America relative to the disposal of real and 
personal property ; signed at Washington, 2nd March, 1899. [ Ratifications 
exchanged at Washington, 28th July, 1900.1! No. 18. (1900). Convention 
hetween the United Kingdom and France and the British Colonies of 
Ceylon, Hong Kong, and the Straits Settlements ; signed at Paris, 4th April, 
1900. [Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 27th July, 1900.] (25th 
August.) No. 19. (1900). Convention between the United Kingdom and 
the Republic of Costa Rica for the reciprocal protection of trade marks, 
ete. ; signed at Guatemala, 5th March, 1898. [Ratifications exchanged at 
London, 29th September, 1900.] No. 20. (1900). Additional Conven- 
tion, supplementary to the Convention of 7th September, 1888, respecting 
the exchange of parcels by parcel post between France and Mauritius ; 
signed at Paris, 16th May, 1900. [Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 27th 
July, 1900.] (2nd November.) No. 21. (1900). Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and Siam relative to taxation on land held or 
owned by British subjects in Siam; 20th September, 1900. (13th 
November) ren ene , oF ~~ ere 


Wrst INpres—Correspondence relating to the hurricanes on 7th August and 
8th September, 1899, and the relief of distress caused thereby. (28th 
August.) Further papers relating to cost of local excise restrictions on 
the production of spirits. (7th November.) ... 


COLONIES (ANNUAL) REporTS) 1899—No. 294. Barbados. (29th August.) 
No. 295. Malta. (5th September.) No. 296. Fiji. (15th September.) 
No. 297. Turks and Caicos Islands. (1st November). No. 298. Bahamas. 
(1st November.) No. 299. Sierra Leone. (lst November.) No. 300. 
Gambia. (lst November.) No. 301. Seychelles. (1st November.) 
No. 302. Mauritius and Rodriguez. (1st November.) No. 303. Trinidad 
and Tobago. (2nd November.) No. 304. Straits Settlements. (8th 
November.) No. 305, Gibraltar. (16th November.) No. 306. Gold 
Coast. (27th November.) No. 307. Ceylon. (1st December.) ... ts 
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CoLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS) REporTs—No. 14. Bahamas—Notes on the 
planting of the Pita Plant (Agave Sisalana) and the extraction and _ pre- 
paration of the fibre. (1st November) ave ie _ 


EXPLOsIVEsS—(Explosion at Blackbeck Gunpowder Factory.)—Report to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department by Captain M. B. Lloyd, 
Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending the 
destruction by explosion of a press house at the gunpowder factory of 
Messrs. F. C. Dickson and Co., at Blackbeck, Haverthwaite, Lancashire, 
on the 26th May, 1900. (29th August.) 


(Fire at Fuze Works at Camborne.)—Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Major A. Cooper-Key, Her Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending a fire at the fuze works of 
Messrs. William Bennett, Sons, and Company, at Camborne, on the 2nd 
July, 1900. (September 6.) 

(Explosion of Picric Acid at Huddersfield.)—-Report to the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by Captain J. H. Thomson, Her Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion 
of picric acid at the factory of Messrs. Read, Holliday and Sons, Limited, 
at Huddersfield, on 30th May, 1900. (September 11.) 

(Explosions at Eley’s Ammunition Factory at Edmonton.)—Report to 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Major A. Cooper- 
Key, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending two explosions which occurred at the ammunition factory 
of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, at Edmonton, on the 24th July, 1900. 
(November 10.) 

(Explosion at Eley’s Factory at Gray’s Inn Road.)—Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department by Captain J. H. Thomson, Her 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending the 
explosion of percussion caps which occurred at the factory of Messrs. 
Eley Brothers, Limited, at Gray’s Inn Road, — on the 10th 

September, 1900. (10th November.) : a ' ws 


MINES AND QUARRIES—(General Report and Statistics for 1899.) Part IT.— 
Labour. (3lst August.) Part I1J.—Output. (1st November.)... = 


METROPOLITAN PoLicE Court District—Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed hy the Secretary of State for the Home Department to 
inquire into the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan police magistrates and 
county justices respectively in the Metropolitan Police Court District. 
(5th September.)... 0 je om — ii ae ie 


Post OrricE—Agreement, dated 21st July, 1900, between Great Britain and 
Roumania, for a reduction in telegraph rates. (6th September.)... 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WaALES)—Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
and the Directors of Convict Prisons, with appendices, for the year ended 
31st March, 1900. (11th September.) sare ‘ios 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS—Reports on the Federated Malay States for 1899. 
(12th September.) ied sh ie a ae in 


LocaL TAXATION (RoyAL CoMMISSION)—Minutes of Evidence. Volume V. 
—Ireland. (14th September.) 


CoMMERCIAL, No. 4 (1900)—Reports from Her Majesty’s representatives 
abroad on trade marks laws and regulations. (22nd September.) 
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No. 5 (1900)—Summary of information received from Her Majesty’s 
Consuls upon the docks and cargo arrangements in the chief ports of 
France and Northern Europe. (2nd November.) ... one eve 


WetsH SEITLEMENT AT CuHusut—Reports on the Welsh Settlement at 
Chubut in the Argentine Republic. (24th September.) a 


Licht Raiways Act, 1896—Orders made by the Light Railway Com- 
missioners, and confirmed hy the Board of Trade, authorising the construc- 
tion of— 

I. A light railway in the counties of Devon and Cornwall from Bere 
Alston Station to Calstock, and a working of a portion of the East 
Cornwall Mineral Railway as a light railway. 

II. A light railway in the North Riding of the county of York from 
Sinnington to Rosedale. 

III. A light railway in the county of Carnarvon from Snowdon Station 
to Beddgelert. 

IV. Light railways in the borough of Barnsley and the urban districts 
of Worsborough and Monk Bretton in the West Riding of the county of 
York. 

V. Light railways in the borough of Wolverhampton and Wednesbury 
and the urban districts of Willenhall, Darlaston, Coseley, and Bilston, in 
the county of Stafford. 

VI, Light railways in the urban districts of Bilston, Willenhall, and 
Coseley, in the county of Stafford. 


VII. Light railways in the municipal and county borough of Gateshead 
and the urban district of Wickham in the county of Durham. 


VII. Light railways in the county of Worcester between Bromsgrove 
Railway Station, Bromsgrove Town, and Lickey End. 


[X. Light railways in the county of Northampton, in the city of Peter- 
horough, and the parishes of Walton and Peterborough Without, in the 
rural district of Peterborough. (25th September.) 


TELEGRAPH MONEY OrbDERS—<Additional Articles for the carrying out of the 
Convention of the 4th March, 1872, relative to the exchange of money 
orders between the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
and the Kingdom of Italy. (1st November.) 


POLICE (METROPOLIS)—Report of the Commissioners of Policetof the Metro- 
polis for the year 1899. (1st November.) , sa ai 


Evictions (IRELAND)—Return of Evictions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
30th September, 1900. (1st November.) it id - 


Army (Miuirary Prisons)—Report of the discipline and management of the 
military prisons for 1899. (1st November.) ‘ an eae said 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)—Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1900. (2nd November.) m ‘ 7 _ ‘iss 


Hone Konc—Report on new territory at Hong Kong. (5th November.) 
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MINES (Fire-paAmpe Expiosion at Cwm Pit, MertHyr Typvit)—Report 
of a Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to investigate and report on the causes and circumstances of 
an explosion of fire-damp which took place at Cwm Pit, Merthyr Tydvil, 
on 14th May, 1900. (8th November) 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) Act, 1869—-Report for the year 1899. (Sth 
November) : és 


REFORMATORY AND INbUsTRIAL Scuoots (Great Briratn)—Forty-third 
Report for the year 1899 of Her Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools. (9th November) 


METEOROLOGICAL CouNnciL—Report for the year ending 31st March, 1900, to 
the President and Council of the Royal Society. (13th November) 


PETERHEAD HArsour—Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour Works (in 
continuation of [C.—20.]). (13th November) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE MARINE Funpb) Act, 1898 (LIGHT 
DueEs)—Report of a Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
examine the claims and suggestions received for exemption from light 
dues, or for alteration of the existing scale or rules. 1I.—Report. (1l5th 
November) 


Boarp oF Epucation—(Special Reports on Edueational Subjects) 


I. Volume 4. Educational systems of the chief colonies of the British 
Empire (Dominion of Canada, Newfoundland, West Indies). 

II. Volume 5. Educational systems of the chief colonies of the British 
Empire (Commonwealth of Australia, New Zealand, Ceylon, Malta). 

III. Volume 6. Preparatory schools, their place in English secondary 
education. 

Report on Technical and Commercial! Education in East Prussia, Poland, 
Galicia, Silesia, and Bohemia; by James Baker, F.R.G.S. (29th 
November. ) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Sour Arnica —Further correspondence relating to affairs in South Africa 
(in continuation of [C.-261] and [C.-264], July, 1900) 


Anrmy—-Return of military forces in South Africa, 1899-1900 ... 


TRADE UNtons—Report by the Chief Labour Correspondent of the Board of 
Trade on trade unions in 1899, with comparative statistics for 1892- 
1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lunacy Act, 1890—Rules dated 29th October, 1900 ... 


IXNptA (LOANS RalseD IN ENGLAND)—Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues 
of India outstanding at the commencement of the half year ended on the 
30th September, 1900, with the rates of interest and total amount payable 
thereon, ete. ... es ee bee ee ‘ans sia AS 


Bank or ENGLAND—Return of the amount of notes issued more than forty 
years which have not been presented for payment, and which have been 
written off from the total amount of notes issued from the Issue Depart- 
ment of the Bank of England 
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SUPERANNUATION—I. Treasury Minutes declaring that professional or other 
peculiar qualifications, not ordinarily to be acquired in the public nt 
are required for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of : 
Assistant Inspector of Railways, Boar of Trade. 2. Medical Inspector ‘ 
the Local Government Board for Scotland. 3. Legal Adviser to the 
Local Government Board for Ireland. 4. Junior Inspector, Scotch 
Education Department. II. Treasury Minutes declaring that the follow- 
ing persons were appointed without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the heads of their departments, namely : 
1. Edmund Sterriker, rural postman, Malton Post Office (15th August, 
1900). 2. Mrs. Eliza Thomas, postmistress, Kidwelly Post Office (14th 
September, 1900). 3. Robert Black, rural postman, Newton Stewart 
Post Office (3rd October, 1900). 4. John Hales, postman, Stanmore Post 
Office (27th October, 1900). 5. Thomas Spittle, turner, Royal Gun 
Factory, War Office (14th November, 1900). 6. Charles Dennis, ‘artificer, 
Royal Small Arms Factory, War Office (21st November, 1900) ' 


Post OFFICE (TELEGRAPHS). er (Foreign Written Telegram) Regu- 
lations, 1900 os i se ‘ ss 


WEIGHTS AND MEAsuRES ACt, 1889.—Treasury Minute, dated 26th Novem- 
ber, 1900, directing the Comptroller and Auditor-General to examine and 
audit the account of fees taken in Ireland under Section 19 (2) of the 
Weights and Measures Act, 1899 


PubLic Recorps (SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE).—Schedule containing 
a list and particulars of classes of documents existing, or in ordinary 
course about to exist in the central oftice, and in the district registries, 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their pre- 
servation in the Public Record Ottice ae 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) Acts, 1875 AND 1890,—Order in Council, dated 13th 
August, 1900, approving of a regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society... ee ; 


INTERMEDIATE Eptucation (IRELAND).—Time-table of examinations for the 
vear 1901 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) AcT, 1899,—1. 


Rules under Section 3 of the Act. 2. Amended rules for the administra- 
tion of loans under the Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884 


Factory AND WorksHor (PERIOD OF EMPLOYMENT) WAREHOUSES IN 
Factories or WorksSHOPS WHERE BriGHT OR BURNISHED METAL 
Goops ARE MApE.—Order, dated 6th September, 1900, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department in pursuance of Section 65 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, and Section 39 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1895, permitting the warehouses in factories where 
bright or burnished metal goods are made to be treated as separate 
factories or workshops as far as regards the period of employment of 
children, young persons and women 7 





WinreR Assizes (IRELAND)-—Four Orders in Council, dated 2nd November, 
1900, for holding Winter Assizes in Ireland 


JNSEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896—Two Orders, dated 8th day of 
November, 1900, entitled respectively the Liverpool (Birkenhead) Foreign 
Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1900, and the Liverpool a 
head) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1900 Se a oe 
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INEBRIATE ACtTs, 1879 TO 1899, RULES FOR RETREATS— Rules for Retreats 
licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 18th October, 
1900, approved by the Secretary of State for the Home gata in 
substitution for the rules dated’ 10th August, 1888 ~ ‘ , 


PoLLING Districts (CouNty OF MERIONETH)—1. Order made by the County 
Council constituting a new polling district, to be called the Llwyngwril 
Polling District. Order made by the County Council of pia isa 
altering certain polling districts in the county... sae ‘ = 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 To 1891, CONDITIONAL LICENCES—1l. Licence 
granted by Her Majesty to Frederica Furneaux, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Fr ederica Furneaux to be at 
large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney. 2. 
Licences to be at large, to which are annexed conditions other than those 
contained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1867, granted to: 1. 
Patrick Greenan ; 2. Charles Costello; 3. Licence to be at "large granted 
by Her Majesty to Joseph Drinkwater under the provisions of the Penal 
Servitude Acts, 1853 to 1891, to which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864. 
4. Licence granted by Her Majesty to Fanny Wroughton, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Fanny Wroughton to 
be at large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACTS— Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction Act, 1889, for the: County 
of Essex (third minute) ; County of Wilts (fifteenth minute); County of 
Dorset (third minute); County Borough of St. Helens (third minute) ; 
City and County Borough of Birmingham (sixth minute) ; City of Cashel 


DockyARD Ports REGULATION Act, 1865—Order in Council of the 
17th September, 1900, amending an Order in Council of the 26th 
February, 1897, relating to the Dockyard Port of Portsmouth 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890—Order in Council of the 17th September, 
1900, entitled “‘ The Cyprus Coinage Order, 1900 ” cs we 


MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894—Orders in Council: 1. Of the 12th Novem- 
ber, 1900, approving certain new byelaws made by the Gloucestershire 
Pilotage Board. 2. Of the 9th August, 1900, confirming new byelaws 
made by the Cardiff Pilotage Board. 3. Of the 12th November, ¥900, 
approving certain byelaws made by the Clyde Pilot Board relating to the 
Pilotage Fund of the Clyde Pilotage District. 4. Of the 17th day of 
September, 1900, making certain rules concerning the lights or signals to 
be carried and concerning the steps for avoiding collisions to be taken by 
vessels navigating the River Mersey and the sea channels or approaches 
thereto, between the Rock Lighthouse and the furthest point seawards to 
which such sea channels or approaches — ely are for the time being 
buoyed on both sides .. ss vl be se 


WINTER AssizEs ACT, 1876—Seven Orders in Council of 7th August, 1900, 
relating to the ensuing winter assizes 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889—University Court Ordinance No. 2 
(Edinburgh, No. 2). University of Edinburgh ; Foundation of the Sir 
William Fraser Chair of Ancient History and Paleography. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act) and to be printed. (No. 2.)... 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877—1. Statutes made by 
the Governing Body of Jesus College, Oxford, on the 16th day of March, 
1900, amending the schedule to the statutes of the college relating to 
King Charles the First’s Trust. 2. Statute made by the Gov erning Body 
of St. John’s College, Oxford, on 9th December, 1899, amending Statutes 
9 1, Th ih, VV. ey and XV. 2 of the statutes of the College. 
_ Statute made by the Governing Body of New College, Oxford, on the 
aise day of March, 1900, and sealed on the 24th day of March, 1900, 
amending Statute IIL, clause 18, of the statutes of the college, relating to 
the residence of probationer fellows. 4. Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Exeter College, Oxford, on the 16th day of March, 1 1900, amending 
Statutes II. and V. of the statutes of the college. 5. Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Worcester College, Oxford, on the 24th day of 
January, ‘1900, amending Statute III. 16 of the statutes of the College. 
Laid hefore the House (pursuant to Act) and to be printed. (No. 3.) 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL ComMission)—Return respecting ; Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Address of the 206th July last), and to be 
printed. (No. 4.) et oes aes 


Mersey Docks anp Harsour Boarp—Accounts for the year ending 
Ist July, 1900 in a is nee pert 


MARGATE Prer AND Harbour Company—Report and Statement of 
Accounts for the year ended 5th April, 1900. Delivered (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table a sa dies sei 


Jous Wiitiam Eari—Petition for redress of eet of John William 
Karl; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 61H DECEMBER, 1900. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 

Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 

The House went ; and, being returned, 


Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath, and several other 
Members made and subscribed the Affirmation required by Law. 


KiEcrions-—Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more 
places in any part of the United Kingdom do make their Election for 
which of the places they will serve, within one weck after it shall appear 
that there is no question upon the Return for that place ; and if anything 
shall come in question touching the Return or Election of any Member, he 
is to withdraw during the time the matter is in debate; and that all 
Members returned upon double Returns do withdraw till their Returns 
ave determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Ireland as 
shall for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have declined to 
serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, hath any right to 
vive his vote in the Election of any Member to serve in Parliament. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is a high infringement 


of the liberties and privileges of the Commons of the United Kingdom for 
any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of 
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Ireland at the time elected, and not having declined to serve for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, to concern himself in the 
election of Members to serve for the Commons in Parliament, except only 
any Peer of Ireland, at such elections in Great Britain respectively where 
such Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by himself, or any others, be 
proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any 
county to avail himself of any authority derived from his Commission, to 
influence the Election of any Member to serve for the Commons in Parlia- 
ment.”—(r. .4. J. Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom’ in line 2, to the word ‘ for’ in line 
8. (Ui. James Lowther.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Wharton ( Vorkshire, Sir H. Camplell- Bannerman 
Ripon) ... bis iv en (Stirling Burghs) 

The First Lord of the Trea 
sury (Mr. 1. J. Balfour, 
Muauchester, E.)... 73 


Question put. 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 526 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 1.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges 
of the Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, or 
other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, 
and not having declined to serve for any county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve 
for the Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at such 
Elections in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall appear as a 
candidate, or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or for 
anv Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself of any 
authority derived from his Commission, to influence the election of any 
Member to serve for the Commons in Parliament. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by bribery, or 
any other corrupt practices, this House will proceed with the wmost 
severity against all such persons as shall have been wilfully concerned in 
such bribery or other corrupt practices. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been 
tampering with any witness, in respect of his evidence to be given to this 
House, or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath 
endeavoured to deter or hinder any person from appearing or giving 
evidence, the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanour : and 
this House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath given false 
evidence in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender 


ROPOLITAN PoLicE—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of 
the Metropolis do take care that, during the Session of Parliament, the 
passages through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, 
and that no obstruction be permitted to hinder the passage of Members 
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to and from this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster 
Hall, or in the passages leading to this House, during the Sitting of Par- 
liament, and that there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; and that 
the Sergeant at Arms attending this House do communicate this Order to 
the Commissioners aforesaid ... 


VorEs AND PROCEEDINGS—Ordered, That the Votes and Proceedings of this 


House be printed, being first perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same es , 


PriVILEGE—-Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed 


Outlawries Bill—“ For the more effectual preventing Clandestine Outlaw- 


ries,” read the first time: to be read the second time “ee a s0% 


JourNaL—Ordered, That the Journal of this House, from the end of the last 


Session to the end of the present Session, with an Index thereto, be 
printed. 


Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said Journal and Index be printed by 
the appointment and under the direction of Archibald John Scott Mill- 
man, esquire, C.B., the Clerk of this House. 


Ordered, That the said Journal and Index be printed by such person as 
shall be licensed by Mr. en and no other er do presume to 
print the same oy . ‘es a . on ee se 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by Command of Her Majesty during 
the Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896 :— 


1. Lunacy (Scotland).—Copy of Forty-second Annual Report of the 
General Board of Commissioners of Lunacy for Scotland. 


2. Judicial Statistics (Scotland).—Copy of Report on the Judicial 
Statistics of Scotland for the year 1899. 

3. East India (Statistical Abstract).—Copy of Statistical Abstract 
relating to British India from 1889-90 to 1898-9, Thirty-fourth 
Number. 

4. Kast India (Trade).—Copy of Review of the Trade in India in 1899- 
1900, by J. E. O'Connor, C.1.E., Director-General of Statistics to the 
Government of India. 


5. East India (Sanitary Measures).—Copy of Report on Sanitary 
Measures in India in 1898-9, Volume XXXII. 


6. Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents).—Copy of Returns of 
Judicial Rents fixed during January, 1900. 

7. Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents)—Copy of Returns of 
Judicial Rents fixed during February, 1900. 

8. Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents).—Copy of Returns of 
Rents fixed during March, 1900. 

9. Jrish Land Commission (Procecdings).—Copy of Returns of :Pro- 
ceedings of the Commission during the month of March, 1900. 
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10. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month of April, 1900. 


11. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month of May, 1900. 

12. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month of June, 1900. 

13. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month of July, 1900. 


14. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the month of August, 1900. 

15. Evictions (Ireland).—Copy of Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1900. 

16. Agrarian Outrages (Lreland).—Copy of Return for the quarter ended 
30th September, 1900. 


17. Explosions (Explosion at Blackbeck Gunpowder Factory).—Copy 
of Report to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, by Captain M. B. Lloyd, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, 
on the circumstances attending the destruction by explosion of a Press 
House at the gunpowder factory of Messrs. F. C. Dickson and Company, 
at Blackbeck, Haverthwaite, Lancashire, on 26th May, 1900. 


18. Explosions (Fire at Fuze Works at Camborne).—Copy of Report 
by Major A. Cooper-Key, R.A., Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, 
to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on 
the circumstances attending a fire at the Fuze Works of Messrs. William 
Bennett, Sons, and Company, at Camborne, on 2nd July, 1900. 


19. Explosions (Explosion of Picrie Acid at Huddersfield).—Copy of 
Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, R.A., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector 
of Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, on the circumstances attending an explosion of picric acid 
at the factory of Messrs. Read, Holiday, and Sons, Limited, at Hudders- 
field, on 30th May, 1900. 


20. Explosions (Explosion at Eley’s Factory at Gray’s Inn Road).— 
Copy of Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, R.A., Her Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, on the circumstances attending the explosion of per- 
cussion caps which occurred at the factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, 
Limited, at Gray’s Inn Road, London, on 10th September, 1900. 
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21. Explosions (Explosion at Eley’s Ammunition Factory at Edmonton). 
—Copy of Report by Major A. Cooper-Key, R.A., Her Majesty’s Inspector 
of Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, on the circumstances attending two explosions which occurred 
at the ammunition factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, at 
Edmonton, on 24th July, 1900. 


22. Mines (Fire-damp Explosion at Cwm Pit, Merthyr Tydvil).—Copy 
of a Report of a Committee appointed by the Right Hon. the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department to investigate and report on the causes 
and circumstances of an explosion of fire-damp whieh took place at Cwm 
Pit, Merthyr Tydvil, on 14th May, 1900. 


23. Mines and Quarries.—Copy of General Report and Statisties for the 
year 1899; Part IL., Labour ; General Reports and Statistics relating to 
persons employed and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United 
Kingdom, and to the enforcement of the Mines and Quarries Acts. 
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24. Mines and Quarries.—Copy of General Report and Statistics for 
the year 1899; Part III., Output ; General Report and Statistics relating 
to the Output and Value of the Minerals raised in the United Kingdom, 
the amount and value of the metals produced, and the exports and 
imports of Minerals. 


Page 


25. Metropolitan Police Court District (Jurisdiction of the Police 
Magistrates and County Justices respectively)—Copy of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department to inquire into the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan 
Police Magistrates and County Justices, respectively, in the Metropolitan 
Police Court District. 


26. Prisons (England and Wales).—Copy of Report of the Commissioners 
of Prisons and the Directors of Convict Prisons, with Appendices, for the 
vear ended 31st March, 1900. 


27. Local Taxation (Royal Commission).—Copy of Minutes of Evidence, 
Vol. V., Ireland. 


28. Police (Metropolis).—Copy of Report of the Commissioners of 
Police for the Metropolis for 1899. 


29. Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Great Britain).—Copy of 
Forty-third Report of Her Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and In- 
dustrial Schools for 1899. 


30. Army (Military Prisons).—Copy of Report on the Discipline and 
Management of Military Prisons, 1899. 


31. Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund Act, 1898 (Light Dues). 
—Copy of Report of a Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
examine the claims and suggestions received for exemption from Light 
Dues, or for alteration of the existing Scale or Rules ; I. Report. 


32. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the Municipal 
and County Borough of Gateshead and the Urban District of Whickham, 
in the county of Durham (Gateshead and District Light Railway Order, 
1900). 


33. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Worcester, between Bromsgrove Railway Station, Bromsgrove Town, and 
Lickey End (Bromsgrove Light Railways Order, 1900). 


34. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the urban 
districts of Bilston, Willenhall, and Coseley, in the county of Stafford 
(South Staffordshire Light Railway (Extensions) Order, 1900). 


35. Light Railways Acts, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the borough of 
Barnsley and the urban districts of Worsborough and Monk Bretton, in 
the West Riding of the county of York (Barnsley and District Light 
Railway Order, 1900). 
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36. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of Light Railways in the county of Northampton, in the 
city of Peterborough and the parishes of Walton and Peterborough 
Without, in the rural district of Peterborough (Peterborough and District 
Light Railways Order, 1900). 


37. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Carnarvon, from Snowdon Station to Beddgelert (North Wales Narrow 
Gauge Railways (Beddgelert Light Railway Extension) Order, 1900). 


38. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 


Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the North 
Riding of the county of York, from Sinnington to Rosedale (Lastingham 
and Rosedale Light Railway Order, 1900). 

39. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light ( 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of ( 


Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the boroughs of 
Wolverhampton and Wednesbury and the urban districts of Willenhall, 
Darlaston, Coseley, and Bilston, in the county of Stafford (South Stafford- I 


shire Light Railway Order, 1900). [ 
40. Post Office (Telegraph Rates with Roumania).—Copy of Agree- 
ment, dated 21st July 1900, between Great Britain and Roumania, for a [ 
reduction in Telegraph Rates, p 
: a ; ] 
41. Telegraph Money Orders (Italy).—Copy of Additional Articles to 
the detailed Regulations of the 24th-31st of May, 1872, and the Articles 
of the 7th-15th of December, 1875, the 5th-24th November, 1881, and U 
29th July-4th August, 1889, for the carrying out of the Convention of the be 
4th March, 1872, relative to the exchange of Money Orders between the Si 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Kingdom of Italy. e? 
42. Peterhead Harbour.—Copy of Reports, ete., respecting Peterhead 
U 


Harbour Works (in continuation of [C. 20]). 
te 


43. Meteorology.—Copy of Report of the Meteorological Council to the R 
Royal Society for the year ending 31st March, 1900. 








44. South Africa.—Copy of correspondence relating to the recent on 
political situation in South Africa. , pen: 
45. South Africa.—Copy of further correspondence relating to affairs Si 
in South Africa. 27 
46. West Indies.—Copy of correspondence relating to the hurricanes * 
on 7th August and 8th September, 1899, and the relief of distress caused Ur 
thereby. Br 
47. Straits Settlements (Federated Malay States).—Copy of Reports of ( 
the Federated Malay States for 1899. Co 
48, Welsh Settlement at Chubut.—Copy of Reports on the Welsh Me 
Settlement at Chubut, in the Argentine Republic (in continuation of [C. ( 
8361], February, 1897). of | 
49. Colonial Produce of Spirits (Restrictions).—Copy of Further Papers Do 
relating to cost of local excise Restrictions on the Production of Spirits Eu 
(West Indies) (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 3, of Session ¢ 


2, 1899). Rey 
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50. Hong Kong.—Copy of the Report on the New Territory at Hong 
Kong. 


51. Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous)—Copy of Report, No. 14 
(Bahamas), Noteson Planting of Pita Plant (Agave Sisalana) and the 
extraction and preparation of the Fibre. 


52. Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies of Reports Nos. 294 (Barbados, 
Annual Report for 1899), 295 (Malta, Annual Report for 1899), 296 (Fiji, 
Annual Report for 1899), 297 (Turks and Caicos Islands, Annual Report 
for 1899), 298 eo Annual Report for 1899), 299 (Sierra Leone, 
Annual Report for 1899), 300: prong: Annual Report for 1899), 
301 (Seychelles, Annual Report for 1899), 302 (Mauritius and Rodrigues, 
Annual Report for 1899) 303 (Trinidad and Tobago, Annual Report for 
1899), 304 (Straits Settlements, Annual Report for 1899), 305 (Gibraltar, 
Annual Report for 1899), 306 (Gold Coast, Annual Report for 1899), 
307 (Ceylon, Annual Report for 1899). 


Africa (No. 7, 1900).—Copy of Report by the Mombassa-Victoria 
(Uganda) Railway Committee on the Progress of the Works, 1899-1900 
(with a Map and Section). 


54. Africa (No. 8, 1900).—Copy of Maps illustrative of the Preliminary 
Report by Her Majesty’s Special Commissioner on the Protectorate of 
Uganda, 


Treaty Series (No, 17, 1900).—Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and the United States of America relative to the dis- 
posal of real and personal property. Signed at Washington, 2nd March, 
1899. Ratifications exchanged at Washington, 28th July, 1900. 


56. Treaty Series (No. 18, 1900).—Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France for the establishment of a Parcel Post Service 
between France and the British Colonies of C eylon, Hong Kong, and the 
Straits Settlements. Signed at Paris, 4th April, 1900. Ratifications 
exchanged at Paris, 27th July, 1900. 


57. Treaty Series (No. 19, 1900).—Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and the Republic of Costa Rica for the reciprocal pro- 
tection of Trade Marks, ete. Signed at Guatemala, 5th March, 1898. 
Ratifications exchanged at London, 29th September, 1900. 


Treaty Series (No. 20, 1900),—Copy of additional Convention 
supplementary to the Convention of 7th September, 1888, respecting the 
exchange of Parcels by Parcels Post between France and Mauritius. 
Signed at chy 16th May, 1900. Ratifications exchanged at Paris 

27th July, 1900. 


59. Treaty Series (No. 21, 1900).—Copy of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and Siam relative to Taxation on Land held or owned by 
British subjects in Siam, 20th September, 1900. 


60. Trade Marks (Foreign Countries) (Commercial, No. 4, 1900).— 
Copy of Reports from Her Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on Trade 
Marks Laws and Regulations ; Part II, 


61. Docks and Cargo Arrangements (Commercial, No. 5, 1900).—Copy 
of Summary of information received from Her M: ujesty’s Consuls upon the 
Docks and Cargo Arrangements in the Chief Ports of France and Northern 
Europe. 


62. Trade Reports (Auamel Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Nos. 2,504 to 2,539. 
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Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series).—Copy of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Nos. 535 to 542. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table _... ooo aes 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ArMy (SUPPLEMENTARY EstTIMATES)—Estimates presented, of the further 

Amount required in the year ending 31st March, 1901, to meet additional 

Uxpenditure due to the War in South Africa and to Affairs in China [bv 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 378] 


Army—Copy presented, of Return of Military Forces in South Africa, 1899 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table sh : 


DisEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896—Copies presented, of two 
Orders, dated the 8th November, 1900, entitled respectively the Liv erpool 
(Birkenhead) Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1900 and the 
Liverpool (Birke snhe: ad) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1900 [by Act t]; 
to lie upon the Table ... me ge = sii Ri a2 bs 


East InpiA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND)—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 30th September, 
1900, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 379.| 


TrapDE Unions—Copy presented, of Report by the Chief Labour Correspon 
dent of the Board of Trade on Trade Unions in 1899, with Comparative 
Statistics for 1892-8 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANTILE MARINE (GREAT BriTAIn, EtTC.)— 
Return presented, relative thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 310, of Session 1899) {ordered 8th February ; Sir John Colomb} - 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 380.] 


Post Orrick (District MESSENGERS ComMpANy)—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 7th August ; Jr. Gibson Bowles]; to lie upon the Table... 


Post OFFICE (TELEPHONE SERVICE)—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 7th August ; Jr. Gibson Bowles]; to lie upon the Table... 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—Copies presented, of Treasury Minutes declaring 
that the undermentioned persons were appointed to the offices set against 
their names without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertencg on 
the part of the heads of their Departments, viz. :—Charles Dennis, Arti- 
ficer, Royal Small Arms Factory, War Office Department, dated 21st 
November, 1900. Thomas Spittle, Turner, Royal Gun Factory, War 
Oftice Department, dated 14th November, 1900. John Hales, Postman, 
Stanmore, Post Office Department, dated 27th October, 1900. Robert 
Black, Rural Postman, Newton Stewart, Post Office Department, dated 
3rd October, 1900. Eliza Thomas, Postmistress, Kidwelly, Post Office 
Department, dated 14th September, 1900. Edmund Sterriker, Rural 
Postman, Malton, Post Office Paaneniana dated 15th August, 1900. [By 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... , ‘ Vek 


SuPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 22nd August, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efticient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Assistant Inspector of Railways, Board of Trade, professional 
or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public 
service are required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 12th September, 1900, 
declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Medical Inspector to the Local Goy ernment Board for Scotland, 
professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are requisite (by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 25th September, 1900, 
declaring that for the due and etticient discharge of the duties of the office 
of Legal Adviser to the Local Government Board for Ireland, professional 
or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public 
service are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy. presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 7th November, 1900, 
declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
oftice of Junior Inspector, Scotch Education Department, professional or 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public 
service are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Post Orrice TELEGRAPHS—-Copy presented, of Telegraph (Foreign Written 
Telegram) Regulations, 1900, dated 10th October, 1900 Uby Act]; to lie 
upon the Table : és sia - ont 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Copy presented, of Return of the amount of Notes 
issued more than forty years which have not been presented for payment, 
and which have been written off from the total amount of Notes issued 
from the Issue Department of the Bank of England [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table ies eet Jan 


WEIGHTS AND MEAsurrs Act, 1889.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 26th November, 1900, directing the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General to examine and auditthe Account of Fees taken in Lreland under 
Section 19 (2) of The Weights and Measures Act, 1899 [by — to lie 
upon the Table - a ass Ye 


PoLLING Districts (MERIONETH).—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Merioneth constituting a new polling District, to be 
called the Llwyngwril Polling District [by Act]; to he upon the Table ... 


PoLLING Districts (SOUTHAMPTON).—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Southampton, altering certain polling districts in the 
county [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented, of licence 
granted to Fanny Wroughton, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the 
Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of licence granted to Frederica Furneaux, a convict 
under detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on 
condition that she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a licence to be at large granted to Joseph Drink- 

water, to which are annexed conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by sat to lie — the 
Table es “ , 


Factory AND WorKsHop Acts (PERIOD OF EMPLOYMENT) (WAREHOUSES IN 
FACTORIES OR WORKSHOPS WHERE BRIGHT OR BURNISHED METAL Goops 
ARE MADE).—Copy presented, of Order dated 6th September, 1900, made 
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by the Secretary of State for the Home Department in pursuance of 
Section 65 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, and Section 39 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, permitting the warehouses in 
factories and workshops where bright or burnished metal goods are made 
to be treated as separate factories or workshops, as far as regards the 
period of a 8, oa of children, young pene and women by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table . " ies : se 








INEBRIATES AcTS, 1879 TO 1899 (RULES FOR ReTREATS)—Copy presented, of 
Rules for Retreats licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 
18th October, 1900, approved by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in substitution for the Rules dated 10th Angust, 1888 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table ... we oie oe os ee ° 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Time Table of 
¢xaminations for 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND)—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 17th 
July ; Mr. Field] ; to lie upon the Table ia ve _ 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) Act, 1889 (RULES)— 
Copy presented, of Rules made under the Act for the execution of the 
Judicial duties in the Fisheries iui Acts, 1842 to 1898 8 [hy on to 
lie upon the Table ms vis 


Copy presented, of Amended. Rules for the Administration of Loans 
under the Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund oe Act, 1884 — a ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ — ne 


Puarmacy Acts (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Order in Council, dated 13th 
August, 1900, approving of a Regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... ‘ 


WINTER AssiIzEs (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Four Orders in Council, 
dated 2nd November, 1900, for holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... : : 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1889 (ORDINANCE)—Copy presented, of 
Ordinance No. 2 of the University Court of the University of Edinburgh 
(Foundation of the Sir William Frazer Chair of Ancient History and 
Paleography) [by Act]; to lie uponthe Table _... ve : 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE)—Copy presented, of a 
licence to be at large granted to Patrick Greenan, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a licence to be at large granted to Charles Costello, 
to which are annexed conditions other than those contained in Schedule 
A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 





BoarD OF EpucaTion (SpectAL Reports)—Copy presented, of Special Reports 
on Educational Subjects, Vol. 4. Educational Systems of the Chief 
Colonies of the British Empire (Dominion of Canada, Newfoundland, 
West Indies) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Special Reports on Educational Subjects, Vol. 5. 
Educational Systems of the Chief Colonies of the British Empire 1. 
monwealth of Australia, New Zealand, Ceylon, Malta) [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table. 
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Copy presented, of Special Reports on Educational Subjects, Vol. 6. 
Preparatory Schools; their place in English astra Education [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ve eee 


Boarp or EpucaTion—Copy presented, of Report on Technical and Commer- 
cial Education in East Prussia, Poland, Galicia, Silesia, and Bohemia, by 
James Baker, F.R.G.S. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ie 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (OxForp)—Copy 
presented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of St. John’s 
College, Oxford, on 9th December, 1899, amending Statutes III. 1, III. 
14, V. 4a, and XV, 2, of the Statutes of the College ‘[by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Worcester 
College, Oxford, on 24th January, 1900, amending Statute III. 16 of the 
Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Exeter 
College, Oxford, on 16th March, 1900, amending Statutes II. and V. of 
the Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Jesus 
College, Oxford, on 16th March, 1900, amending the Schedule to the 
Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of New 
College, Oxford, on 24th March, 1900, amending Statute “TIL, Clause 18, 
of the Statutes of that College [by Act] ; to lie t upon the Table .. 


Winter Assizes Acts, 1876 AND 1877—Copy presented, of Seven Orders 
in Council of the 7th August, 1900, relating to the ensuing Winter 
Assizes [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANT Suippinc Act, 1894—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th August, 1900, confirming new Bye-laws made by the Cardiff Pilotage 
Board fb by Act] ; to lie upon 1 the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 12th November, 1900, approv- 
ing certain new Bye-laws made by the Gloucester Pilotage Board [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 12th November, 1900, 
approving certain Bye-laws made by the Clyde Pilot Board, relating to 
the Pilotage Fund of the — Pilotage District + [by — to lie upon 
the Table ‘i ‘i sa 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894, AND MeErsey CHANNELS AcT, 1897— 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 17th September, 1900, making 
certain Rules concerning the lights or signals to be carried, and concern- 
ing the steps for avoiding collisions to be taken by vessels navigating the 
River Mersey and the sea channels or approaches thereto, between the 
Rock Lighthouse and the furthest point seawards to which such sea 
channels or approaches respectively are for the time being buoyed on both 
sides [by Act]; to lie upon the Table a om or 


DockyaRD Ports ReGuLation Act, 1865—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of 17th September, 1900, ‘amending an Order in Council of 26th 
February, 1897, ew to the Dockyard Port of Portsmouth by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. : ie ; 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
17th September, 1900, entitled The Cyprus Coinage Order in Council, 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table sad — 96 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889—Copies sonia of Minutes sanction- 
ing the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the following 
Counties, &c.:—County Borough of St. Helens (Third Minute), dated 
17th October, 1900; City and County Borough of Birmingham (Sixth 
Minute), dated 17th October, 1900; County of Essex (Third Minute), 
dated 17th October, 1900; County of Wilts (Fifteenth Minute), dated 
23rd October, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ase re ww 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovsE—1. Public 
Records (Supreme Court of Judicature).—Copy of Schedule containing a 
List and Particulars of Classes of Documents existing or in ordinary 
course about to exist in the Central Office, and in the District Registries, 
which are not considered of sufticient public value to justify their preser- 
vation in the Public Record Office [by Act]. 
2. Lunacy.—Copy of Rule in Lunacy, dated 29th October, 1900 | by 
Act}. 
3. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board.—Accounts of the Meisey Docks 
and Harbour Board for the year ending Ist July, 1900 [by Act}. we 


QUEEN’s SPEECH—Mr. Speaker reported Her Majesty’s Speech and read it to 
the House a+ ave sh ow Kes ‘as si , 97 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MAJEsTY’s Most Gracious SPEECH. — [First 
Day’s Debate. | 


Mr. Gordon (Elgin and Mr. J. F. Hop re iit Li 
Nairn) ... ine ins Ol side) ' . 101 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That an humble Address be 

presented to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 
“ Most Gracious Sovereian, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.”—(Vr. Gordon.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Sir H. Campbell - Banner- Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 153 
man (Stirling Burghs) ... 104 Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 156 Al 

The First Lord of the Trea- Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Shef- 
sury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, field, Ecclesall) 160 
Manchester, E.) 122 Mr. John Elhs (Nottinghamshire 

Sir Charles Dilke (Glouce ster- Tusheliffe) ... . 168 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 138 The Secretary of State “for the Li 

Major Rasch (Esser, Chelms- Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
ford) .. 143 Birmingham, W.) ... ~~ 3 

Mr. Broadhur. st (L eicester).. 145 SA 

The Under Secretary of State , 
for Foreign Affuirs (Vis- 
count Cranborne, Rochester) 150 


‘ 


-~I 


~I 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
Adjourned at five minutes before Twelve of the clock. Po 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7tH DECEMBER, 1900, 


3ARONIES OF DARCY DE KNAYTH, MEYNILL, AND FAUCONBERG—Petition 
of Marcia Amelia Mary, in her own right, Baroness Convers, the wife 
of Charles Alfred Worsley, Earl of Yarborough, one of Her Majesty’s 
Most Honourable Privy Council, and of Vioiet Ida Evelyn, the wife of 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That, during the Winter 
Sittings, no Motions for leave to bring in Bills be given except by a 
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precedence, and that at the conclusion thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put; and that the provisions of Standing Order 
No. 56 be extended to all the days of the week.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Mr. Edinund Robertson (Dundee) 
Boroughs) 215 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 


The First Lord of “the Trea- 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ... icc LO 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 2.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That, during the Winter Sittings, no Motions for leave to 
bring in Bills be given except by a Minister of the Crown ; that on every 
day Government Business do have precedence, and that at the conclusion 
thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put; and 
that the provisions of Standing Order No, 56 be extended to all the days 
of the week. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MAJEsty’s Most GRAcIOUS SPEECH— 
{Second Day’s Debate]. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned Debate on Question [6th December], 
“That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, as followeth : 


“ VWost Gracious Sovere ign, 

“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assem- 
bled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”— (Vr. Gordon.) 





Question again proposed. Debate res 


Mr. Labouchere (Vorthampton) 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—TERMS OF SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. Emmott (Oldham) sss Joo Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR., 
Ellund) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘And we humbly’ repre- 
sent to Your Majesty that it would conduce to the pacification of the 
conquered territories s, and to the future good relations of the European races 
in South Africa generally, if measures for securing the liberty and property of 
those now in arms who surrender for the settlement of those territories, and 
for promoting the reconcilement and well-being of their inhabitants, were 
announced, at the earliest possible date.”—(Mr. ELinmott.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Secretary of State for Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Shethe Md, 
berlain, Birmingham, WV.) 248 Ecclesall) one ie ean 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.)... 264 Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, 

Mr. T, M. Healy (Louth, N.) 269 Leigh) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Kew Hardy ‘(Merthyr Tydvil) 


(Stirling Burghs) .-. 280 
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Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


BritisH INTERESTS IN CHINA. 


Mr. Joseph Walton ( Yorkshire, Mr. Chas, Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 313 
W.L., Barnsley) .. .. 303 


Amendment proposed— 


** At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And we humbly represent 
to your Majesty that it is essential that more adequate measures should be 
taken for the safeguarding of the vast commercial and political interests of the 
sritish Empire in China; and we further humbly submit that no demand should 
be made on the Chinese Government for the punishment of Chinese officials 
which would not be equally imposed in the case of a European Power, and also 
that reparation should be sought in increased facilities to trade rather than by a 
money indemnity.’ —(M/r. Joseph Walton.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
DISCUSSION :-— 
The Under Secretary of State Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett we SR 


Jor Foreign Affairs (Vis- 
count Cranborne, Poche ster) 3) 7 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of this day, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH DECEMBER, 1900. 


ViscouNT MOUNTGARRET—Petition of Henry Edmund, Viscount Mountgarret, 
in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report thereupon to the House per a 


EarLpoM or NorrotK—Petition of Henry, Duke of Norfolk, Earl of Arundel, 
Earl of Surrey, Earl of Norfolk, Lord Maltravers, Lord Fitzalan of Clun 
and Oswaldestre, and Earl Marshal and Hereditary Marshal of England, 
Knight of the Most Honourable Order of the Garter, praying their Lord- 
ships that he may be permitted to appear and be heard before this House 
and before their Lordships’ Committee for Privileges by his counsel and 
agents in opposition to the claim of Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Stourton 
to the dignity of Earl of Norfolk, and that he may be at liberty to cross- 
examine such witnesses as the said claimant may produce, and to lodge 
a printed case and to produce such evidence in contradiction of any 
evidence that may be produced by the said claimant and also such 
evidence as will support the Petitioner’s right and title to the said dignity, 

* as the Petitioner may be advised to be material for the protection of his 

rights and interests, and that their Lordships will be pleased to allow the 

Petitioner reasonable time after the delivery of the case of the said 

claimant to prepare his case and evidence ; read, and referred to the 

Committee for Privileges... nee bes is ne ae .» 823 
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Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Dalziel seemed 
Burghs), Sir Charles Dilke ; Answers, “Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SITTINGS OF THE HousE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER)—Motion 


made, and Question put, “ That the Proceedings on the Address in answer 
to Her Majesty’s Speech, if under discussion at Twelve o’clock this night, 
be not interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House.”— 
(Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 5.) 


Ordered, That the Proceedings on the Address in Answer to Her 
Majesty’s Speech, if under discussion at Twelve o’clock this night, be not 
interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER Masesty’s Most Gracious Sprecu.—[Third 


Day’s Debate}. 
British INTERESTS IN CHINA. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [7th Decem- 


ber] to Question [6th December], “That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth-— 


** Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to your Majesty for the 
gracious Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(J/r. Gordon.) 


And which Amendment was— 


“At the end of the Question to add the words ‘And we humbly represent 
to your Majesty that it is essential that more adequate measures should be 
taken for the safeguarding of the vast commercial and political interests of the 
British Empire in China ; and we further humbly submit that no demand should 
be made on the Chinese Government for the punishment of Chinese officials 
which would not be equally imposed in the case of a European Power, and also 
that reparation should be sought in increased facilities to trade rather than by a 
money indemnity.’ ”—( M7. Joseph Walton.) 


Question again proposed, “That these words be there added.” 
Debate resumed. 


Sir E. Ashmead - Bartlett Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ... 361 W R., Barnsley) 
Mr, Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 365 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
CABINET AND GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 367 Mr. Schwann (Manchester, ; + 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘But we humbly express 
our regret at the advice given to Your Majesty by the Prime Minister in recom- 
mending the appointment of so many of his own family to offices in the Cabinet 
and Gover nment, as being calculated to diminish the responsibility of Your 
Majesty’s Ministers to Parliament, and gravely to impair the efficiency of the 
public service.’”—(Mr. Bartley.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord of the Trea- Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, 
sury (Mr. A. J. aii Eifion) si OOH 
Manchester, E.) ... 378 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lunn Regis)... 385 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 128; Noes, 230. (Division List No. 4.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


MINISTERS OF THE CROWN AND MEMBERS HOLDING OFFICE 
(INTEREST IN CONTRACTS). 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Mr, Soames (Norfolk, S.) . 418 
Borough)... ons .. ST 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘And we humbly beg to 
represent to Your Majesty that Ministers of the Crown and Members of either 
House of Parliament holding subordinate office in any public Department 
ought to have no interest direct or indirect in any firm or company competing 
for contracts with the Crown, unless, the nature and extent of such interest 
being first declared, Your Majesty shall have sanctioned the countenance 
thereof, and when necessary shall have directed such precautions to be taken as 
may effectually prevent any suspicion of influence or favouritism in the alloca- 
tion of such contracts.’ ”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Colonel Milward (MWarwick- Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire).. 450 
shire, Stratford-on-Avon) . 421 Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, 

Mr. Robson (South Shields). 424 ys ee an bi ... 454 

The Secretary of State for Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 458 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- Sir H.  Campbell-Bannerman 
berlain, Birmingham, WV.) 432 (Stirling Burghs) — ... aw 459 

The Secretary to the Treasury Mr, A. J. Balfour iss .. 464 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 467 


Worcestershire, E.) wee 447 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 127 ;: Noes, 269. (Division List No. 5.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFourR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—-Ayes, 253 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 6.) 

Main Question put accordingly. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 265; Noes, 23. (Division List No. 7.) 
Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, as 

followeth— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 
““We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
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assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” 
To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of Her Majesty’s 
Household re _ ive 
SUPPLY—Resolved, That this House will, this day, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee to consider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 
Ordered, That the Estimate presented to this House on the 6th inst. be 
referred to the Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) ... 
WAYS AND MEANS—Resolved, That this House will, this day, resolve 
itself into a Committtee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising 
the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.—(Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 7th day of this instant 
December, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put 


Adjourned accordingly at half after One of the clock. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, “Sittings of the House,” I hereby 
nominate the Right Hon. Charles Bei ilby Stuart W ortley, Mr. John 
Edward Ellis, Mr. Edward Blake, Mr. Arthur Fredrick Jeffreys, and Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse to act during this Session as temporary Chairmen of 
Committees when requested by the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


WiLutAmM Court GULLY, Speaker. 
10th December, 1900. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 11TH DECEMBER, 1900. 
The Lorp BisHor oF LICHFIELD took the Oath. 

Lunacy—Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, the 
number of patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the visitors 
of lunatics, pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, between Ist April and 
30th September: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table me a ae er es os git 


House adjourned at half-past Two of the clock. 


—- ’ 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 11TH DECEMBER, 1900. 
Several Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


New Writ—County of Lancaster (North Lancashire, Blackpool Division)—in 
the room of the Right Hon. Sir Matthew White Ridley, baronet sein 
Hundreds).—(Sir William W ‘alrond) ‘ ie ‘a ee 

PETITIONS. 

Mamsa, SULAYMAN AHMEDJIE—Petition of Sulayman Admedjie Mamsa, for 
inquiry into his son’s case ; to lie upon the Table ... vin oe 

SoutH ArricAN War—Petition from King’s Lynn, for prevention of 
cruelties ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Bristol, for termination ; to lie upon the Table ... 
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New Members Sworn—Ernest George Pretyman, esquire—for county of 
Suffolk (South Eastern or Woodbridge Division). 


Sir Alexander Fuller Acland-Hood, baronet—for county of Somerset 
(Western or Wellington Division) ai 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL rer presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,541 Dy pene cs to lie upon 
the Table 582 a 08 si Are ae 


TRADE ReEporRTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 544 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table $d wt os ‘oa 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (RoyAL ComMission)—Address for ‘Copies of any 
Correspondence between the Secretary of State for India in Council and 
the Treasury on the subject of the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Indian Expenditure.”—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton) 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR--GRATUITY FOR THE NAVAL BRrIGADE—Question, 
Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) and Sir J. Colomb (Great Yar- 
mouth) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Pema -_ A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) dau re “ ‘ 





s’ 


GOVERNMENT PENSION SCHEME FOR SOLDIERS’ DEPENDENTS—Questions, 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport), Mr. McKenna en N.) and Mr. 
Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour sas sa 


TERMS OF SETTLEMENT—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


BuRNING OF FARMs—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES—Question, Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ele ee mae eet adi se 
SURRENDER OF BriTisH Troops—Court oF INQUIRY—Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ere esmaaaen and Mr. Healy; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ; aa ei it aes a sas 


NON-DELIVERY OF THE QUEEN’S GIFT OF CHOCOLATE-—Question, Mr. Broad- 
hurst (Leicester); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams (Birmingham, 8.) ... 


TypHomw FEVER StTaTIsTICS—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkes- 
ton); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams sea ia ses aie . 


RETURN OF TROOPS—PRIORITY—Question, Sir Howard Vincent scien 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


RoyaL RESERVISTS’ SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—-Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ‘ i Ae 


Camp CookKERY—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 
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THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF 
Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 





OFFICE—Question, Sir John 


THIRD BATTALION SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams _ — iia 


OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCES—Question, Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams ; a ve me ie 
Mounted INFANTRY — Question, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams a a ii = 
ARTILLERY EsSTABLISHMENT—Questions, Mr. Warner, Sir Charles Dilke (Glou- 
cestershire, Forest of Dean), and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answers, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams a an ‘si son vs es in 


LICHFIELD RiFLE RANGE—Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- 


Williams 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) 

“a ; ea sas ies ae a 


INDIAN FINANCE—TRANSFER FROM BritIsH TO INDIAN TREASURY— 
Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilten ... ; 


InDIAN Starr Corps’ OFrFicERS—Question, Mr. Alexander Murray (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton : ee ase 


BritisH East ArricA—MurpDER OF Mr. JENNER—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) Hd 


TURKEY—OFFICIAL CONGRATULATIONS TO THE SULTAN—Questions, Mr. Pirie 
(Aberdeen, N.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Viscount Cranborne 


TURKEY—DISTURBANCES IN 1896—BRITISH MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS—Question, 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


CrETE—CORRESPONDENCE WITH EUROPEAN POWERS—Question, Mr. Steven- 
son ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne x 


’ 
ForeiGN OFFICE FrnaNnceE—DELAGOA Ramway AWARD—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne shea 


UcanpA Ratway—BritisH AND AMERICAN TENDERS FOR BRIDGE 
ConTRACTS—Questions, Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) and 
Sir Howard Vincent ; Answers, Viscount Cranborne i i 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE—MR. SEDDON’S SCHEME FOR AN IMPERIAL MILITARY 
RESERVE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) - , 


SoutH KENSINGTON MuskuM—BvUCKLAND FisH CoLLECTION—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade busch G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


GERMAN TARIFFS—SHEFFIELD STEEL—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... bag a Pe : a 
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GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—SIGNALMAN’S DIsMISSAL—Question, Mr. Bell 
(Derby) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour oie aa or ie ... 502 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY COMPANY—DISMISSAL OF EMPLOYEES—Question, Mr. 
Bell ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... 4 ae ws 002 
TRAINING OF POLICEMEN AS SOLDIERS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
Answer, The ee of State for the Home — ia Ritchie, 
Croydon) sah ; ; . 502 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT—CASE OF JOHN HOLDEN oF BuRY—Questions, Mr. 
Harwood (Bolton), Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Mr. Caldwell ecaaaitiiaiagie 
W.) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie ... ‘ 503 
SWINE FEVER REGULATIONS IN YORKSHIRE, W.R.—Question, Mr. Fison 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Doncaster); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... a sas ne ‘se .. 504 
Imports OF FRENCH MiLK—Question, Mr, Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ae ae eae oe ie ae .. 504 
HIGHER ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS—Question, Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 
(Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) 505 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—PAYMENT OF FEE GRANTS—Question, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, Sir John Gorst .» 505 
DENOMINATIONAL SCHOOLS—CostT OF MAINTENANCE—-Question, Mr. Alfred 
Hutton ; Answer, Sir John Gorst... Ae ae tea sro saa OOO 
THE MARBLE ArcH—Question, Mr. Guthrie (Tower Hamlets, Bow) ; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) ... pen se are ‘se oil ea seh ... 506 
STORNOWAY MAILsS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ... .. 507 
Mipuurst Ex-postMASTER—Question, Mr. Heywood Johnstone ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... ae we ies ad ee wis .. 507 
SCOTTISH FISHERIES—ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN Broap Bay—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ... ae ens aie or ‘ot ees sie ss a. OF 
LocuBrooM ParisH CounciL ACCOUNTS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray ... ae _ Pee an hs st «+ OF 
ScortisH CONGESTED Districts BoarD—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray ... we aa ee sts bu — ... 508 
InIsH GUARANTEED RAILWAYS—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... + 500 
InisH RatLway F Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.); Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour se ai ai bs ie x; 


Gatway CoastcuaARD STATION—Question, Mr. Morris (Galway) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... sis wi si ae vi sah .. 510 
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Royat CoLteGE OF PHyYSICIANS-—-CORPORATION TAX—Question, Sir John 
Tuke (Edinburgh and St. Andrews Univ snitiipaiel Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach ie ii ‘i ve ss ; _ ini re 


Monopoty VALUE OF PUBLICANS’ LICENCES—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


ARSENIC IN BEER —Question, Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, Sudbury) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour a mae ae xe is ie - 


GREENWICH HospiraAL—-THEFT OF NELSON RELICS—Questions, Sir John 
Colomb and Captain Nolan ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) EsTIMATE, 1900-1901. 


Mr. JAMES WILLIAM LOWTHER (Cumberland, Penrith), upon the Motion 
of Mr. Balfour, took the Chair as Chairman of Ways and Means. 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £16,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending 31st day of 
March, 1901, for Additional Expe nditure, due to the War in South 
Africa and to Affairs in China, in respect of the following Army Services, 


viz :-— 
£ 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts __... ... 5,300,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies ... 4,250,000 
Vote 8. Clothing Establishments and Services eek 750,000 
Vote 9. W arlike and other Stores... 4,700,000 
Vote 10. Works, etc. ; Cost (including Staff for 
Engineer Services) ... ie we anf ... 1,000,000 
Total ... sie chs as ..-£16,000,000 ” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) i 
mouthshire, V.)... 522 Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ... 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stagord- 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 530 shire, Lichfield) as a 
Sir Howard Vincent Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester- 
(Sheffield, Central) ... O34 field) .. nibs oe ‘ts 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Hagyers- 
Tydvil) .. 537 ton) ... si ti is 
Si £. Ashmead- Bartlett Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
(Sheffield, Ecclesull) ... 542 Ilkeston) Pe sat ae 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman Mr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 
(Stirling Burghs) 547 Mr. Labouchere igang és 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 549 Mr. Brodrick 
Mr. Brodrick is 550 Mr. Keurley (Devonport) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N. ) 555 Mr. H. J. Wilson (York: shire, 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelms- W.h., Holmfirth) 


Jord)... ‘ee ... 564 Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) ... ‘sis <i. 
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Question put. 

10 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 284 ; Noes, 8. (Division List No. 8.) 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 

11 Motion made and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 

HW Post OFFICE SAvinGs BANK FINANCE. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Disraeli — Altrin- 
- Regis) ... es .- 597 cham) = i w 3 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That, to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘the yearly loss shown during the four years to the 
31st day of December, 1899, on the trading of the Post Office Savings Bank, and 
the fact that on the 31st day of December, 1899, its balance sheet showed an 
excess of liabilities over assets of £504,928 is. 10d. , demand the serious atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government, and render it nec essary that early steps 
should be taken to place the Post Office Savings Bank on a more si atisfactory 
footing ’ instead thereof. ”—(Mr. Gibson Bow: les.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
13 of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Chancellor of the Ex- Mr. Lough (Islington, WV.) 604 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks ~ Se Gibbs (Hertfordshire, 
Beach, Bristol, WV.) .... 602 Albans) we 605 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, WV.) 603 ur. A "Naletal re mae sae 606 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
WAYS AND MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply granted to Her 


OR Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
12 1901, the sum of £16,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
74 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ae oe baa et ae ae ..- 608 
76 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 


46 31st day of March, 1901, sums not exceeding eleven million pounds may be 
4 raised (in addition to any sums already authorised to be raised for the 
80 purpose) by all or any of the following methods :—(«) By means of the 
54 issue of further war stock or war bonds . the War Loan Act, 1900 ; 
sd or (b) by means of the issue of Treasury bills ; or (c) by means of the issue 
88 of Exchequer bonds; and that the rome dy of, and interest on, any 
90 money so raised be charged on the Consolidated Fund. That all ex- 
99 penses incurred in connection with raising the said sums, including any 


; additional remuneration to the Banks of England and Ireland, be charged 
93 on the Consolidated Fund.”—(JMr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 610 — Sir Chas. Dilke ... ins oo OB 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be Reported to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 7th day of this instant 
December, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH DECEMBER, 1900. 
Several Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


New MemBer Sworn—Victor Christian William Cavendish, esquire, for the 
County of Derby (Western Division) bas 


PETITIONS. 
INHABITED HousE Duty AND INCOME TAax—Petitions for alterations of law, 


from Richmond (Surrey) ; Metropolitan Licensed Victuallers ; Norwood ; 
and Kensington ; to lie upon the Table he re 


LICENSED PREMISES (HoURS OF SALE) (SCOTLAND) — Petition from Helens- 
burgh, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table... . 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY—Petition from Redgrave, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table... one - aps bids ats 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (RoyAL Commission) — Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 11th December ; Lord George Hamilton]; to lie upon the 
Table ... wie a oa = rat eas ois se sb 


SoutH ArricAN Repusiics (MiLirary Notes)—Copy presented of Military 
Notes on the Dutch Republics of South Africa [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table Mei is on ‘es me is 


PoLiinG Districts (WARWICK) —Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Warwickshire, altering certain Parliamentary Polling 
Districts in that County [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... na 


Potiine Districts (LANCASTER)—Copy. presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster, altering the Polling 
Districts in the following Parliamentary Divisions of the County, viz. : 
Accrington, Bootle, Clitheroe, Heywood, Ince, Lancaster, Middleton, 
Ormskirk, and Prestwich |by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ; 


FLEETS (GREAT BRITAIN AND FoREIGN CoUNTRIES)—Return ordered, ‘“ show- 
ing the Fleets of Great Britain, France, Russia, Germany, Italy, United 
States of America, and Japan, distinguishing Battleships, built and build- 
ing; Cruisers, built and building; Coast Defence Vessels, built and 
building ; Torpedo Vessels, Torpedo Boat Destroyers, and Torpedo Boats, 
built and building.” 

“ Return to show date of launch, displacement, and armaments reduced 


to one common scale (in cuntinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 313, of 
Session 1899).”—(Sir Charles Dilke) ... We ; 
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SUPPLY [11TH DECEMBER].—Resolution reported :— 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY), 1900-1901. 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £16,000,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Additional 
Expenditure, due to the War in South Africa and to Affairs in China, in 
respect of the following Army Services, namely— 


£ 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts _... ... 5,300,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies ... 4,250,000 
Vote 8. Clothing E stablishments and Services... 750,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other Stores ... 4,700,000 
Vote 10. Works, etc.—Cost nes Staff for 
Engineer Services)... ; : 1,000,000 





16,000,000.” 





DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Robert Reid onan Sir E. Ashmead - Bartlett mr 
Burghs)... 613 field, Ecclesall) , 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S).. 620 Mr. Black (Banffshire) .. 

The Secretary of State for Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Si)... 
Var (Mr. Brodrick, Mr. Channing (Northampton 
Surrey, Guildford) . 631 shire, E.) ree 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... 636 Sir John Leng (Dundee) . 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 640 Mr. Harwood (Bolton) .. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 


Resolution agreed to. 
WAYS AND MEANS [11TH DecEMBeER].—Resolutions reported :— 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


1. “That, towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, the 
sum of £16,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2). 


2. “That towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty 
for the service of the year ending the thirty-first day of March nineteen 
hundred and one, sums not exceeding eleven million pounds may be 
raised (in addition to any sums already authorised to be raised for the 
purpose) by all or any of the following methods :—(a) By means of the 
issue of further war stock or war bonds under the War Loan Act, 1900 ; 
or (b) by means of the issue of Treasury Bills; or (c) by means of 
the issue of Exchequer bonds; and that the principal of, and interest on, 
any money so raised be charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


3. “That all expenses incurred in connection with raising the said 
sums, including any additional remuneration to the Banks of England 
and Ireland, be charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 
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Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


On the second Resolution, 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucestershire, The Chancellor of the Ez- 
Forest of Dean) .. 661 chequer (Sir = M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) --- 664 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Third Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—‘“ To apply a sum out of ‘the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the year ending on the thirty-first 
day of March one thousand nine hundred and one, and to appropriate the 
Supplies granted in this Session of Parliament,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time To-morrow _ ... ... 666 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill—‘ To provide for raising a further 
Supplemental Loan for the service of the year ending the 3lst day of 
March nineteen hundred and one,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 


[Bill 1.] SOs. wi me a | lf 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 7th day of this instant 
December, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 13TH DECEMBER, 1900. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CuinA (No. 5) 1900—Correspondence respecting the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment of 16th October, 1900, relating to China... ea ii we 667 


TRADE Reports—I. Annual Series: No. 2541. Trade of Nagasaki, for the 
year 1899. II. Miscellaneous Series: No. 544. Education in Chicago. 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ie i OF 


PoLLING Districts—l1l. (County Palatine of Lancaster). Orders made by the 
County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster, altering the polling 
districts in the following Parliamentary Divisions of the county, viz., 
Accrington, Bootle, Clitheroe, Heywood, Ince, Lancaster, Middleton, 
Ormskirk and Prestwich ; 2. (County of Warwick). Order made by the 
County Council of Warwickshire, altering certain Parliamentary polling 
districts in that county. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the ‘Table ... ee ik avs dis x00 .. 667 


House adjourned at Four of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13tTH DECEMBER, 1900. 


Two Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


* PETITIONS. 


{NHABITED House Duty AND INcoME TAx—Petition from serene for 


alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BiLL—Petition from Harwich, 
for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (RoyAL Commission) — Return eee 12th 
December] to be printed. [No. 387.] : ds a she 


CuinA (No. 5, 1900)—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the Anglo- 
German dicen of 16th October, 1900, relating to China [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


FisHERY Boarp (SCOLLAND)—Copy presented, of Manual of the Sea Fisheries 
(Scotland) Acts and Statutory Bye-laws in force at 31st December, 1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table - _ wt és 


SEA FISHERIES (RESTRICTIVE LEGISLATION IN FOREIGN CouNTRIES)—Address 
for “ Return of the precise position of Foreign Law in regard to Restric- 
tive Legislation affecting Sea Fisheries.”—( Mr. Muconochie.) 


QUESTIONS. 


Sour AFRICAN WAR—RHODESIAN FIELD ForcE—Question, Col. Pilkington 
(Lancashire, Newton); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... oe ie Ja re 


TRANSPORT FOR RETURNING VOLUNTEERS—Question, Sir Barrington Simeon 
(Southampton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CrowN APPOINTMENTS AT BLOEMFONTEIN-—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams (Birming- 
ham, 5.) ‘ies ove ‘i sae 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—BEIRA RAILWAY TRANSPORT—Question, Mr. Seton- 
Karr (St. Helens) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... a sae 


Burninc OF Borr Farms—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) and Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ‘ ae si sia Riek ss sind — sn 

Service Horses AND MULES—Questions, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, 


Chesterfield), Mr. Trevelyan, and Mr. 'T. M. Healy no i Answers, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams ; 


Lorp RoBERTS’s RETURN—THANKSGIVING SERVICE AT ST. PAUL’S—Question, 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick me 
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RETURN OF THE VOLUNTEERS AND YEOMANRY—DATE OF DiISCHARGE— 
Questions, Mr. Seely (Lincoln), Mr. Thomas — and Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick . ‘ ‘ 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAyY—Question, Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick... cos ie oer — eke si 
AcE oF SoLpiers 1N SoutH ArricA—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 5 es ae ih ei neh 


LapDysMITH DEespATCHES—Question, Mr. Channing gens gpuastie E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 2 a oe 3 ws 


DEPORTATION OF THE FOREIGNERS FROM THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Mr. 
Channing ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ses = 


TREATMENT OF BRITISH PRISONERS AT PRETORIA—Question, General 
Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 


Mr. MERRIMAN’S LETTER—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


New Soutu ArricaN PoLiceE—Question, Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ok : 





CONSTITUTION OF THE NEW CoLonres—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ‘ “~ seed sive 


Liquor TRAFFIC IN THE NEW CoLONIES—Question, Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, 
Radcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a mm 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION—Question, Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... ie 


MinitiA Orricers’ PAy—Question, Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


AMMUNITION RESERVES—Question, Major Rasch iad Chelmsford) 
and Mr. Bartley (Islington, W ); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . 


THe RE-ARMING OF THE VOLUNTEERS—Question, Mr. Holland ; Answer, Mr. 


3rodrick 
i] 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS—Question, Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, x); 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell- Williams sae ses ea fee * 


War OFFICE CONTRACTS IN BELFAST—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... Re 


2 4 


Royaut MiLiraAary ACADEMY—CONCESSIONS TO VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ SONS 


—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams... 
ENLISTMENT STANDARDS—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams 
CABINET COMMITTEE OF suas ied Major Rasch; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ‘ bie 7 — wy sak / 


DEPARTMENTAL DECENTRALISATION Seer nnn, Major Rasch ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams bi es 
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MiniTIA OFFICERS’ —— ee Mr. er pean 
S.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ies ; : an - 


RoyAL ARTILLERY LIEUTENANTS—Question, Mr. Newdigate a arwickshire, 
Nuneaton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams she as aah 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams st ae 


ROYAL RESERVISTS—BOUNTIES, ETC.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell Williams 


VoLUNTEERS—-DISTRICT SCHOOLS oF INSTRUCTION—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


NAVAL ConstrucTION—Questions, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth), Mr. 
J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, The Civil Lord of the er — ssc Suffolk, 
W oodbridge) . ; ; 


H.M.S. “ HIGHFLYER ”—Question, Mr. William Allan baeeieds Answer, 
Capt. Pretyman - ihe - P , 


CANADA AND GERMAN TARIFFS—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent and Lieut.- 
General Laurie; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) . 


PRESERVATION OF BiG GAME IN AFRICA—Question, Mr. Seton-Karr ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne... 


UGANDA RAILWAY—BRITISH AND AMERICAN BripGE TENDERS—Questions, 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston), Mr. Thomas Bayley, and Sir 
E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answers, Viscount Cranborne 


CHuINA—REPORTED MASSACRES BY RussIANS—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 
Jartlett ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


THE New Heprip—Es— LAND Disputes BETWEEN BRITISH AND FRENCH 
SupJsECTS—Question, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ne oe ee a 





EAST ‘GLO-GERMAN BounDARY CoMMISSION—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


TURKISH ARMENIA—CONSULAR REPoRTS—Question, Mr. Channing ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne 


InDIA—COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN THE HIMALAYAS—Question, Mr. Caine 
(Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) : 


INDIAN AGRICULTURAL BANKS—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton ee : 


SoMALI EXPEDITION—EMPLOYMENT OF INDIAN Mr. 


Caine ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... 





' Cost or INDIAN WARS—Question, Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Esk- 


dale) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 
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ASHANTI—ORIGIN OF THE RistnG—CasuALTIESs, Cost, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


DEFENDERS OF CooMASSIE—GRATUITIES—Question, Sir John Colomb; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick vy ae es oe : 


SrerraA LEONE—TRADE, FINANCES, ETC.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain... wei me sae i _ jes si 


METROPOLITAN POLICE—Question, Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ‘ ie “ee ie ‘ : “xe 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIATES—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somerset- 
shire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 5s a 


FREEDOM OF PUBLIC MEETING—LIVERPOOL, ALBERT HALL, AND THE CELTIC 
LITERARY SociETY—Questions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) and Mr. 
T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... Ss si we 


LEAD POISONING 
Mr. Ritchie 





SPECIAL RULES—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 


CriccieTH Doc Licences—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


EDINBURGH SoRTING OFFICE REVISION—Question, Sir Lewis Maclver (Edin- 
burgh, W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamber lain, Wor cestershire, E.) wise ‘os 


Customs OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES—Question, Mr. M‘Crae (Edinburgh, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain wk sie ea we ay 


PostaGE Rates TO THE UNITED STATES—Question, Lieut.-Colonel Lee 
(Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


RoyaL Commission ON Locan TAXATION—DISTRIBUTION OF EVIDENCE, 
ETC., IN IRELAND—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain a : aie ise os 


RoyaL Commission ON LocaL TAXATION—DATE oF RrEportT—Question, 
Mr. Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . 

DELETERIOUS MATTER IN BEER-—-Questions, Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, 
Mid) and Colonel Kenyon Slaney gaggia New signs ; Answers, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Ritchie : 


ScHooL BoarD QUESTION IN WIMBLEDON—Question, Mr. Trevelyan ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir Jehn Gorst, 
Cambridge University) es i ‘ 


INTER-DEPARTMENTAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE-—Question, Mr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, Sir John Gorst... 


GOVERNMENT DESPATCHES—DISTRIBUTION TO LocaL AU cnspwongiin meron 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Irish Lunacy REGULATIONS—Question, Col. Nolan; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
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DUTIES ON SPIRITS AND BEER . Nolan; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
591 Beach ... Pen we sos _ _ one on am on Ton 
[nisH TAXATION—Question, Col. Nolan; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach aoe Oe 
192 Irish County Councit ELEcTIONS—Question, Mr, T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
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50 
93 MANUAL EDUCATION IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. T. M. eae Answer, Mr. 
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96 Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... a sie “+ ie 
ScortisH CoNGESTED Districts—-Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
196 Graham Murray eu a - ee a _ ne ie: 
a FISHERY REGULATIONS IN Ross- ital mated Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
96 Graham Murray ae ‘a 2 a ea in wes a 08 
TRACTION ENGINE TRAFFIC IN Ross-SHIRE—-Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
— Mr. A. Graham Murray sss sai “~ aeh ar aes <3 
97 
DEER FoRESTS—DESTRUCTION OF CROFTERS’ ennai Mr. Weir; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray _... am y 7 as .. 708 
97 
MunictpAL TAXATION—DISTRAINTS ON CHARITY PROPERTIES—Question, 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) ; Answer, The President of the 
; Local Government Board (Mr. Long, Bristol, W.) .. és 709 
98 
ENGLISH WORKHOUSE ICATION OF PAUPERS—TREATMENT OF 
Pauper CHILDREN—Question, Mr. Goulding ; Answer, Mr. Long os FLO 
99 . . rT n] 
ALLOTMENTS—ComPULSORY Hirtnc or LANDS—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Long... re es iss see) | CLO 
99 
SALES OF CORPORATE LANDS—Question, Sir Walter Foster; Answer, Mr. 
Long ... vee ses AY ae a3 maa ott ace! ORE 
00 
Foop PRESERVATIVES 1 mga agai ani Mr. Channing ; 
00 Answer, Mr. Long... — se aes ite ose ee CEL 
VOL. LXXXVIII. [Fourtu Ser mes.) gy 

















Nevill TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
December 13.] 


Foop ADULTERATION—-PROPOSED NE&W COMMITTEE—Question, Sir Mark 
Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) ; Answer, The .President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ‘ si s ie 





CenTRAL Lonpon RalLwAy—Question, Sir George Fardell (Paddington, 8.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade enaasie Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


TRAINING OF Boys FOR THE MERCANTILE MARINE—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... sks ive ids 


SLOUGH RaILwAy ACCIDENT- ey Mr. wate penn Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour : ¥ , 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill [Seconp Reaprnc].—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—( Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
mouthshire, W.)... 714 (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
Mr, Markham (A Tottinghain, if 
Munsjield) ‘ 130 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 740 Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk: Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Burghs) ... 744 Tydvil) 7 
dlr. Channing (Northampton- Sir BE. Ashinead- Bartle ft ( Sheffie Md, 
shire, E.) 746 Ecclesall) sae 
Ar. Beckett (Cons, N. R,, me 
Whitby) .. ce 747 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill [Seconp REapinc].—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(V/r. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarconshire, Mr. Cawley (Lunedshire, 
Eifion) vss. WOR Prestwich) ots asi 

Mr. Bartley (1s ington, N. > - Te Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Totnes) ... ios nee 
District) ,; so» 908 Mr. Keir Hardie 

Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) sce Mr. T. M. Healy ... 

Mr. Labouchere ... pA oS Sir E. Ashmead-Burtlett . 

Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ... 7380 Mr. Brodrick: ne si 

Sw J. Ferqusson (Manche ter, Col. Webb (Staffordshire, 
N.E.).. , 730 Kingswinford) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) so 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... 784 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for,T'o-morrow, 
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Post OrFICE (WeEsT INDIA MarL Contract)—Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That the Contract, dated the 1st day of September, 1900, 
entered into with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company for the con- 
veyance of the West India mails for the period from the Ist day of July, 
1900, to the 30th day of June, 1905, be approved.”—(Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Financial Secretary to Mr, Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
the Treasury (Mr. Austen Camlachie) ae 
Chamberlain, Worcester- The First Lord of the Trea- 
shire, E.) see a a sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 

Mr. Edmund — Robertson Manchester, E.) 9 : 
(Dundee) ae <3. €98 


Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 7th day of 
this instant December, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty minutes before Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 14tH DECEMBER, 1900. 
AppeAL CoMMITrEE—First Report from; read and agreed to... 


ApprEss—The Queen’s Answer to the Address of the 6th instant reported, 
and Address and Answer to be printed and published 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


FisHERY BOARD FOR SCOTLAND—Manual of the Sea Fisheries (Scotland) 
Acts and Statutory Byelaws in force at 31st December, 1900 


CoLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS)—No. 15. Canada (Memorandum on the legal 
status of British North American Indians) ... ; 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the nine months ending 30th September, 1900, in pursuance of 
the Regulation of Railways Act (1871), 34 and 35th Victoria, chap. 78 ; 
together with reports of the inspecting officers and sub-inspectors of the 
Railway Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which 
were inquired into 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Act, 1888—Orders under Section 57 of the Act, as con- 
firmed by the Local Government Board, of the following county councils— 


I. Brecon, for uniting the parishes of Aberystruth Brynmawr Urban 
Llanelly Brynmawr Urban, and Llangattock Bryvumawr Urban to form 
parish of Brymnawr, 


g a 





Page 


798 


798 


799 


799 


109 


749 


799 








¢c TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
December 14.) 

II. Bucks, for transferring part of the parish of Ashley Green from 
the Amersham Rural District to the parish and urban district of 
Chesham. 

ill. Bucks, for transferring parts of the parishes of Upton-cum-Chalvey 
and Eaton Wick from the Eton Rural District to the parish and urban 
district of Eton. 

IV. Bucks, for transferring parts of the parishes of Upton-cum-Chalvey, 
Stoke Poges, and Langley Marish from the Eton Rural District to the 
parish and urban district of Slough. 


\. Chester, for adding the parish of Kerridge to the Bollington Urban 
District and for uniting the parish of Kerridge with the township of 
Bollington. 


VI. Chester, for uniting the parish of Bosden and the townships of 
Bramhall, Norbury, Offerton, and Torkington to form the parish of Hazel 
Grove-cum-Bramhall and the Hazel Grove and Bramhall Urban District. 


VIL. Hertford, for uniting the parishes of All Saints, Bengee Urban, 
Brickendon Urban, Saint Andrew Urban, and Saint John Urban to form 
the parish of Hertford. 


VIII. Kent, for transferring parts of the parish of Herne from the 
Blean Rural District to the parish and urban district of Herne Bay. 


[X. Pembroke, for the conversion of a portion of the parish of Llanstad- 
well into the parish and urban district of Neyland. 


X. East Suffolk, for the conversion of the parish of Saxmundham into 
the Saxmundham Urban District. 

XI. West Sussex, for transferring parts of the parishes of Bersted and 
Pagham from the Westhampnett Rural District to the parish and urban 
district of Bognor ay Sie os 


InpIA (EXAMINATIONS) —Regulations for examinations for Civil Service of 
India os 


Newcastle CHarrer Act, 1884—Order in Council of the 26th November, 
1900, establishing two Residentiary Canonries in the Cathedral Church of 
Newcastle os due 


GOVERNMENT OF [NDIA Act, 1858—Order in Council of the 26th of Novem- 
her, 1900, approving a statement of proposed new and revised appoint- 
ments, alterations of salaries, and abolition of appointment in the estab- 
lishment of the Secretary of State for India in Council 


Forricn Jurispicrion Act, 1890— Order in Council of the 26th of November, 
‘900, entitled “ The Siam (Registration) Order in Council, 1900 ” 


Mercuant Suippitnc Act, 1894—-Two Orders in Council of the 26th of 
November, 1900: 1. Fixing an increase of salary for a clerk in the 
establishment of the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses. 2. Making 
rules concerning the lights and signals to be carried by vessels when 
within the Harbour of Galway 


SEAMEN’s Savincs Banks, MoNEY ORDERS, AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES 
—Account of all deposits received and repaid by the Board of Trade, 
under the authority of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, during the year 
ended 20th November, 1899, and of the interest thereon. Statement 
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showing the number and amount of seamen’s money orders issued and 
paid, at ports in the United Kingdom and at ports abroad, from 1855 to 
31st March, 1900. Also, statement showing the receipts and payments 
in connection with the transmission of seamen’s wages from 1878 to 
31st March, 1900 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (ScoTLaND) Act, 1899—General Order 
for the regulation of proceedings under and in pursuance of the Act 
amending General Orders Nos. 70 and 71, already issued... 


- my before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
able. 


BUSINESS OF THE House—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered 
To-morrow, in order to its being suspended for the day’s sitting ... 


Lorp HARDWICKE AND Lorp ROSEBERY—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


The Under Secretary of State The Prime Minister and Lord 
Sor India (Lhe Earl of Privy Seal (The Murquess of 
Hardwicke)... + 802 Salisbury) ae wae 

The Earl of Rosebery ... 806 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—INVALIDED COLONIAL SOLDIERS. 
Lord Burghelere ... as Oe Eurl Carrington 
The Under Secretary of State 
Sor War (Lord Raglan)... 813 
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House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 14tTH DECEMBER, 1900. 
Two Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


QUEEN’s SPEECH (ANSWER TO ADDRESS)—The Comptroller of the Household 
reported Her Majesty’s Answer to the Address as followeth :— 


“T have received with satisfaction the loyal and dutiful expression of 
your thanks for the Speech with which I opened the present Parliament ” 


New Writ—For the County of Monaghan (North Monaghan Division), in 
the room of Daniel Macaleese, esquire, deceased.—(Mr. T. WV. Healy.) ... 


PETITION. 


InHABITED House Duty anp Income Tax—Petition from Ealing and Acton, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ons “ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888—Copies presented, of Orders made by the 
County Councils and County Borough Councils of various Counties in 
England and Wales under Sections 57 and 59 of the Act, and confirmed 
by the Local Government Board [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 
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East InpIA (EXAMINATIONS FOR THE CIVIL SERVICE)—Copy presented, of 
Regulations for Examinations for the Civil Service of India [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... . se dh ies ‘ies 


Raitway AcciDENTs—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in 
the United Kingdom during the nine months ending 30th September, 
1900, together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers and Sub-Inspectors 
of the Railway Department to the Board of Trade upon certain Accidents 
which were inquired into [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SEAMEN’s Savincs Banks (Money Orvers AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES) 
—Accounts presented, of all Deposits received and repaid during the 
year ended 20th November, 1899, and Statement as to Money Orders 
issued and paid from 1855 to 3lst March, 1900, and of Receipts and 
Payments in connection with the transmission of Seamen’s Wages from 
1878 to 3lst March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 388.] ... es ok ie net die ~ se 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, entitled, “The Siam (Registration) Order in 
Council, 1899” [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ne a 


Mi:RCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 26th 
November, 1900, fixing an increase of Salary for a clerk in the establish- 
ment of the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses [hy Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. Copy presented, of Order in Council of 26th November, 
1900, making Rules concerning the Lights and Signals to be carried by 
Vessels when within the Harbour of Galway [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ; - ” si ae 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER ACT, 1884—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, establishing two Residentiary Canonries in the 
Cathedral Church of Newcastle [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


GOVERNMENT OF [NDIA Act, 1858—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, approving a Statement of proposed new and 
revised Appointments, alterations of Salaries, and abolition of appoint- 
ment in the Establishment of the Secretary of State for India in Council 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899—Copy presented, 
of General Order for the Regulation of Proceedings under and in 
pursuance of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
amending General Orders Nos. 70 and 71 already issued [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 389.] .. sis ae Wes 


Ueanpa Rattway (ConTRAcTs FoR BropGEs)—Address for “ Return of the 
names of the British and American firms who tendered for the erection 
of bridges for the Uganda Railway, and the amounts of the various 
tenders. ——(J/7. Cremer.) 


Royat Patriotic Funp—Address for Return for (1) Account of the Net 
Moneys or Securities paid over or transferred to the Commissioners of 
the Royal Patriotic Fund on behalf of and for the relief of the Families, 
or Near Dependents, of the Officers and Men of Her Majesty’s Forces, 
including the Colonial troops, who have lost their lives in, or in conse- 
quence of, the war operations in South Africa; (2) Schedule of the 
Widows, Children, or Near Dependents, or other Cestui-que-trusts, 
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ascertainable up to date, entitled to benefit under such Scheme, and the 
818 amounts and conditions of their relief in the following form :— 
Schedule of Beneficiaries. 
. ey as | | 
ame ana | | + 
sarin Amount of L ed | Name of 
hae i : Name of| allowance | Names of | — Amount of other 
father ps | Widow.| or other Children. | births allowance. | Cestui-que- 
818 desenedd, relief. | Trusts. 
| | H 
| 
| ! | 
—(Mr. Kearley.) ‘in om ve er ‘a ae ses ss | 8D 
818 
QUESTIONS. 
818 SoutH AFRICAN WaAR—SoLDIERS’ DEPENDENTS AND GOVERNMENT SITUA- 
TIONS—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, The First Lord of 
820 


the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


Mr. Merriman’s LETreR—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 821 


“SEAT SOLD TO THE Borers” INCIDENT—MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S TELEGRAM— 
ge Mr. Courtenay Warner asians es Answer, Mr. 





818 J. Chamberlain 021 
Lorp Roperts’s PrRocLAMATION—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
; shire, E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
819 Guildford) ie vad sas iia hs a sas . 82) 
PROGRESS OF THE WAR—THE NooirGEDACHT REVERSE—Questions, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett (Shettield, nme and Mr. T. M. Healy denis N. ys 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick : ; : 822 
819 Hirk OF TRANSPORTS—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty dessa Pretyman, Suffolk, 
W oodbridge) r 822 
War OFFICE ADMINISTRATION—APPORTIONMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY—Ques- 
‘ tions, Mr. Yerburgh eta ewan Col. W pid er Answers, Mr. 
819 Brodrick ; fits ... 823 
War OFFICE ADMINISTRATION—-SUPERANNU ese sini wg Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i se . 824 
819 ARTILLERY FOR SOUTH AFRICA—PURCHASES ABROAD—Question, Mr. Yer- 
burgh ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick si was ‘ais .. 825 
DrcEasED SoLpIERS’ EFFECTS AND DEFERRED PAy—Question, Mr. Louis Sin- 
clair (Essex, Romford); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams (Birming- 
ham, 8.) : aa ats née ... 825 
War GRATUITIES Sir Herbert Maxwell (Wigtonshire); Answer, _ 
Mr. Brodrick . ans sts a oj ov ‘ish ... 826 











civ TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


December 14.] 


SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ ASSOCIATION—LocaL FunD—Question, Mr. Channing ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ae ae ae sate ee 


ENGLISH PURCHASES OF ARTILLERY IN GERMANY—Questions, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central), Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Bryn 
Roberts pscraain aisha and Mr. T. M. ros ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ss cil 


MILITARY TOURNAMENT OF 1900—APPORTIONMENT OF PROFITS—ALDER- 
sHoT SwimMiInG BatH—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford), Sir 
John Colomb (Great Yarmouth), Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop Auck- 
land), and General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ae me <n sg 


RoyaL ARTILLERY LIEUTENANCIES—Question, Mr. Newdigate (Warwick- 
shire, Nuneaton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams . _ dn 


lst GoRDON HIGHLANDERS VOLUNTEER CorPs—Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams us is 


MILITIAMEN’s CLOTHING—Question, Mr. adie Warner ; Answer, Mr. 
Powell-Williams se oe ‘ioe - em dite =n 


PIERSHILL BARRACKS, EDINBURGH—Question, Mr. Weir eT and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell- Williams... sh i es pat la 


INSPECTION OF FORTIFICATIONS—GRIEVANCES OF CIVIL StaFrr—Question, 
Mr. Pirie ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams pee ‘ike os 


War OrFicE—-SEeconD Division CLERKS—Questions, Capt. Norton ; Answers, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams and Mr. A. J. Balfour pb e 


War OFFICE ConTRACTS IN BELFAST—WAGES RatEs——Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams sins 


War OFFICE ConTRACT DEPARTMENT-—REORGANISATION-——Question, Mr. 
Faber (York); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ed sai nt tess 


City IMPERIAL VOLUNTEERS—LACK OF EMPLOYMENT FOR RETURNED MEN 
—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... - 


VOLUNTEERS—FURTHER DRAFTS FOR SouTH AFRICA—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ss Bs oe ie 


COMPENSATION FOR SHORT RaTioNs—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i wo one 


Cost OF TELEGRAPHING CASUALTIES—Question, Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams sa si ae ssi on 
British Troops For INDIA, FOR SOUTH AFRICA, AND CHINA SERVICE— 


Questions, Mr. Faber and Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick . si <x , oe 


ENTERIC FEVER—INOCULATION, ETC., STATISTICS—Question, Mr. Eugene 
Wason ; Answer, Mr. J. Pow ell-W ‘lliams 


MORTALITY AMONGST HorsEs IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN CAMPAIGN—Question, 
Col. Welby ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ; ies 
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Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... ose ove ove - i 


Sir Cas. DILKE’s SPEECH OF YESTERDAY—-PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Sir Chas. Dilke 


SITTINGS OF THE Housr.—Resolved, That this House do meet To-morrow, at 


Ten of the clock.—( Mr. Balfour.) 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Edmund — Robertson The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Dundee) bs ... 366 (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 867 LA ree an one dis 


Clause 1, and remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without amendment; to be read the third time To- 
morrow, 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 


Clause 1, 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 


Clause 1 and remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without amendment; to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Post OFFICE (West INDIA Matt Contracr)—Order read, for resuming 


Adjourned Debate on Question [13th December], “That the Contract, 
dated the 1st day of September, 1900, entered into with the Royal Mail 
Steam Packet Company for the conveyance of the West India Mails for 
the period from the Ist day of July, 1900, to the 30th day of June, 1905, 
be approved.— (Vr. Lusten Chamberlain.) ’ 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Contract, dated the Ist day of September, 1900, 
entered into with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company for the con- 
veyance of the West India Mails for the period from the Ist day of July, 
1909, to the 30th day of June, 1905, be approved ... ies es 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 7th day of 
this instant December, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at a quarter before Five of the clock. 





TEMPORARY EXECUTION OF POWERS OF SPEAKER—By virtue of an Act passed 


in the twenty-fourth year of the reign of His late Majesty King George 
the Third, intituled, “ An Act to repeal so much of two Acts made in the 
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tenth and fifteenth years of the reign of His present Majesty, as authorises 
the Speaker of the House of Commons to issue his Warrant to the Clerk 
of the Crown for making out Writs for the Election of Members to serve 
in Parliament, in the manner therein mentioned, and for substituting. 
other provisions for the like purpose,” I do hereby nominate, appoint, 
and authorise—The Right Hon. John William Mellor, Sir John Edward 
Dorington, baronet, the Right Hon. James Alexander Campbell, Sir 
Thomas Henry Grattan-Esmonde, baronet, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, and 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, being Members of the House of Commons, or any 
one or more of them, to execute all and singular the powers given to the 
Speaker of the House of Commons for the time being, for issuing 
Warrants to the Clerk of the Crown, in the cases as in the said Act 
specified. 


Given under my hand and seal, this tenth day of December, in the 


year of our Lord One thousand nine hundred. 


WitLiAmM Court GULLY, 
14th December, 1900. Speaker. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: SATURDAY, 15tH DECEMBER,,. 1900.. 


Lonp ORANMORE AND BROwNE—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 
that the right of Geoffrey Henry, Baron of Oranmore and Browne, to vote 
at elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read and ordered to lie on the 
Table 





ViscoUNT MOUNTGARRET—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of Henry Edmund, Viscount Mountgarret, to vote at elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor ; read and ordered to lie on the Table 


Viscount MOUNTGARRET-—LORD ORANMORE AND BrowNE—Ordered and 
directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament assembled, 
that certificates be sent by the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland, stating that the Lord Chancellor of the United 
Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords that the right of the 
Viscount Mountgarret and of the Lord Oranmore and Browne to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of him the said Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of 
Lords has ordered such reports to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown 
in Ireland. And it is hereby also ordered, that the said Reports of the 
said Lord Chancellor be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SoutrH AFRICA—Military Notes on the Dutch Republics of South Africa. 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table in se 





PoLtinG Districts (County or Lonpon)—Order made by the County 
Council of the County of London, dividing the East Division of Finsbury 
into Polling Districts. Laid before the House ae to _— and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... aos 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill ; Consolidated Fund ( hinitaaie 
Rill—Brought from the Commons, and read 1¢ ae wae 
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BUSINESS OF THE HoUsE—Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered oat. 
to order), and suspended for this day’s sitting on me a 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill ; Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) 
ae some Order No. XX XIX. having been suspended, Bilis read 24 
(The Lord Ashbourne). Committees negativ ed. Bills read 3% and 
passed .. a : ie 


House icone during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


ComMIssion—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—-1. Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation). 2. Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) . 


Her MAJEsty’s SpEECH—Delivered by the Lord Chancellor. Commission for 
proroguing Parliament read, and Parliament prorogued to Thursday, the 
14th of February next : ae 5 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: SATURDAY, 15rTH DECEMBER, 1900. 
The House met at Ten of the clock. 


A Member took and subseribed the Oath. 


PETITIONS. 
OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps—Petition of F. A. Andrew, F. G. W. 


Davies, W. A. Hill, George B. Brown, H. W. Davies, D. F. tele and 
Arundel Begbie, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table oa 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY—Petition from Balham, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table a8 . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU 
CoLONIAL REPORTS (MiIscCELLANEOUS)—Copy presented, of Report No. 15 


(Canada, Memorandum on the Legal Status of British North American 
Indians) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PoLLInG Disrricrs (LONDON)—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Couneil of London dividing the East Division of Finsbury into 
Polling Districts {by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ss is 


Papers LAtb UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE—1. Endowed 
Charities (County of London)—Return relative thereto a red 2nd 
August, 1894; Mr. francis Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 390.] 

2. Endowed Charities (County of Montgomery)—Return relative 


thereto jordered 14th February; Wr. (rant Lawson]; to be printed. 
pi ES ea a PI rR 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table :—Lists of the 
Bills, Reports, Estimates, and Accounts and Papers printed hy order 
of the House, and of Papers presented by Command, Session 2, 1900, 
with a General Alphabetical Index thereto, 27th Parliament, First 
Session, 64 Vic., 3rd December, 1900, to 15th December, 1900; to be 


printed. (No. 392.] ... o wine ‘ie ve ~ ose ove 


I aT ge 


te 





dD 


TH 
Wi 


AB 


Sut 
Cor 


Mrs: 


Ms; 





wm 


be 


ber 
le 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





December 15. | 
VUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN War—THE NoorrGEDACHT REVERSE—Questions, Mr. 
Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) and Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War asi Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ie ee Ree ade ei se 


DESTRUCTION OF IRRIGATION Dams—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) and Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick - eas a ia ee a ee Sie — 


“SEAT SOLD TO THE Borers” INCIDENT—MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S TELEGRAM-- 
Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs), Mr. 
Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, E.), The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.), and The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) ae P ys 


TAXATION IN THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS--SUGGESTED COMMISSION— éitampies. 
Mr. Stroyan (Perthshire, W.); Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach Be 


THe COLONIAL CONTINGENTS—STATISTICS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams (Birmingham, §.)... 


War OrricE ContTracts—BELFAsT TENT a Mr. 
Keir Hardie ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ine sin ae 


ABERDEEN Post OFFICE BUILDINGS—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St Augustine’s) is re poe wate ie ov se 


Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill—Read the third time and passed. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, Pirie (Aberdeen, N.)... 879 Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 


Mr. William Johnston (Bel- Boroughs) . 
fast, S.).. 8x6 Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis + (Flint The Secretary of State for War 
Boroughs) , 886 (Ur. Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Ca UPnurcon- Jord) .. ae ae sista 
shire, Kifion) ... ... 890 Mr. Channing (Northampton- 


shire, E.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—-That they have agreed to—Supplemental War 
Loan (No. 2) Bill. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, without 
Amendment we ia pi sas ‘os sti a ihe 


MEssAGE TO ATTEND THE LORDS CoMMIssIONERS--The House went; and 
the Royal Assent was given ~-. Appropriation Act, 1900 (Session 2). 
2. Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Act, 1900. 
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And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech was delivered to 
both Houses of Parliament by the Lord High Chancellor (in pursuance of 
Her Majesty’s Commands) as followeth :— 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“T thank you for the liberal provision which you have made for the 
expenses incurred by the operations of My Armies in South Africa and 
China.” 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor said—- 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, : PIR. 

“ By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commission, under the Great Seal, to us j 
and other Lords directed, and now read, we do, in Her Majesty’s name, 
and in obedience to her commands, prorogue this Parliament to Thursday 
the 14th day of February next, to be then here holden; and this 
Parliament is accordingly Prorogued to Thursday, the 14th day of 


NT« 


by the 


February next’ 911 
End of the First Session of the Fifteenth Parliament of Her Majesty. : 
‘ END OF CONTENTS OF VOL, LXXXVIIL ' TH 
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4 Majes 
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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITIVN) 
IN THE 


> FIRST SESSION or tHE TIWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or THE 


AT 


Unirep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN and IRELAND, APPOINTED 


by the 


TO MEET THE 3RD DECEMBER 1900, IN THE 64TH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 


FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


: HOUSE OF LORDS. The Lorp CHANCELLOR, singly in 

: | the first place, took Oath at the Table. 

Monday, 3rd December 1900. | ¥ ; : 

| Certificate of the Election of Sixteen 
ean | Representative Peers for Scotland— 

Tue FIRST SESSION or tue! ! elivered and read. 

‘ FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT of Her 


* Majesty the Queen, and the Twenty- ROLL OF THE LORDS. 

- seventh Parliament of the United King- Norroy King or ARMs attending, 
: dom of Great Britain and Ireland, was | delivered at the Table (in the usual 
‘ opened by commission at Two o'clock. manner), a list of the Lords Temporal in 


-e 


the First Session of the Twenty-seventh 
Parliament of the United Kingdom : The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


The Lords Commissioners were :— 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR (the Earl of 
Halsbury), the EARL OF CLARENDON, 
the Eart or Kintore, the Eart or| The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY and | House that he had received from the 
LorD BELPER. Registrar in Bankruptcy of the High 
Court of Justice a certificate under the 

The Commons (who were sent for) | seal of the said Court, stating, “ That the 
being at the Bar, were directed to proceed | Right Honourable Charles Douglas 
to the choice of a Speaker, and to present | Richard, Baron Sudeley, of Ormeley 
such person whom they should so choose | Lodge, Ham Common, in the County of 
here to-morrow, at Twelve o'clock, for | Surrey, being a Peer of Parliament, was 
Her Majesty’s Royal Approbation. | adjudicated bankrupt on the 13th day of 

VOL. LXXXVIIL. [FourtH Sertes.] ! A 


fe 
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August, 1900”: the same was ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 


the House that he had received from the 
Registrar in 
Court of Justice, a certificate under the 


seal of the said Court, stating, “ That the | 


Most Noble William Angus Drogo, Duke 
of Manchester, of No. 45, 
Square, in the County of London, being 
a Peer of Parliament, was adjudicated 
bankrupt on the 18th day of September, 
1900”: 
the Table. 


the same was ordered to lie on 
SAT FIRST. 
The Karl Howe sat first in Parliament 
after the death of his father. 
The Lord Delamere sat first in Parlia- 


ment after the death of his father. 


Several Lords took the oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the | 


clock till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 3rd December, 1900. 


The House met at Two of the clock ; 
and, it being the first day of the meeting 
of this Parliament, pursuant to a Pro- 
clamation, Archibald John Scott Milman, 
esquire, C.B., Clerk of the House of 
Commons, and Francis 
Jenkinson, esquire, C.B., Arthur 
William Nicholson, esquire, Clerks 
Assistant, attending in the House, and 
the other Clerks attending, according to 
their duty, Kenneth Augustus Muir 
Mackenzie, esquire, C.B.,. Clerk of the 
Crown in Chancery in Great Britain, 


and 


delivered to the said Archibald John 
Scott Milman, esquire, C.B., a Book con- | 
taining a List of the Names of the | 
Members returned to serve in this, 
Parliament, 
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Portman | 


3roxholm Grey | 








Speaker. 4 


| Several of the Members repaired to 
| their seats. 


Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
'sioners by Black Rod ; 


The House went; and a Commission 
having been read for opening and hold- 
ing the Parliament, the Lords Commis. 
sioners directed the House to proceed to 
the election of a Speaker, and present 
| him to-morrow, at Twelve of the clock, 
in the House of Peers, for the Royal 
Approbation. 


The House returned. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The Right Hon. Sir JAMES FeErcus- 
Baronet, K.C.M.G.,  G.CS.I1. 
(Member for Manchester, N.E.) stood up, 
and addressed himself to Mr. Archibald 
Milman, C.B., the Clerk of the House, 
who standing up, pointed to him, and 
then sat down. 


SON, 


*Siz JAMES FERGUSSON: Mr. 
Milman, in accordance with the gracious 
message we have just received from the 
Crown, our first duty will be without 
delay to elect our Speaker. I am_ per- 
mitted, and it is with great satisfaction I 
accept the duty, to propose the re-election 
of the Right Hon. William Court Gully, 
Member for Carlisle. I feel the greater 
satisfaction, as 1 have reason to believe 
that he will be chosen unanimously by 
the House of Commons. In the last Par- 
liament in 1895 the re-election of the 
right hon. Gentleman was proposed by 
one whose presence here we miss to-day ; 
one of the most respected Members of the 
House, as he was our senior in point of 
continuous service. I cannot claim that 
distinction of most prolonged continuous 
service, but, nevertheless, I must confess 
to a certain antiquity, as it is forty-six 
years, I think, to-day since I was first 
elected to this House, and I believe that I 
alone among Members of the House satin 
the Parliament of 1852, and I believe I 


am the oldest Privy Councillor remaining. 
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Such seniority gives the right, I suppose, | the judicious rule of the right hon. 
few will covet, but I am privileged | Gentleman and his predecessor. I am 
by the kindness of my friends to} sure that Members of this Parliament, 
take the place of my right hon. | new and old, will be jointly actuated by 
friend, now no more, and to propose the | the desire that nothing in their 
re-election of one who has shown himself | action shall tend to the falling 
fully equal to the best traditions of the | away from that high respect with 
office of Speaker, who has shown that | which the House of Commons has 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


after so many centuries it is still possible | always been regarded by the country. 
to bring increased weight to the office, | It is, after all, by the support of the 
and to secure, amid all the fever of | House that the authority of the Chair is 
modern politics, the most entire deference | maintained. I have heard more than one 
to the decisions of the Chair. It would | Speaker declare that in the exercise of his 
ill become me to attempt to analyse the | office he was but speaking the sense of 
methods of the right hon. Gentleman, | the House ; the influence of the Speaker 
but I may be permitted to say that his | and the support of the House react on 
conspicuous fairness and impartiality have | each other, and between the two is 
been universally recognised. I believe | preserved the dignity of the House, which 
that to himself these methods are matters | from our hearts we desire to maintain. 
of course, but it seems to me that their| It is always the source of the greatest 
full development is an admirable quality. | pain and grief to us when anything like 
All who have had experience as Members | what is called “a scene” takes place in 
of this House are well aware how readily | the House, and this feeling is shared 
his valuable advice and counsel have  ainouabiie the country. Feeling sure 
been given to all who have had need to | that whatever difficulties may arise in the 
resort to him for assistance, and how | fyture the right hon. Gentleman the 
entirely they could rely upon his advice. | Member for Carlisle will be fully equal 
In his direction, in his management and | to cope with them, as he has enen: eel 
control of debate, he. has been firm but | those that have occurred in the past, rely- 
forbearing, and I think it has been | ing with confidence on the generous 
the continuous confidence we have | support of the House, I now move, “ That 
felt in his decisions that has led us| the Right Hon. William Court Gully do 
one and all gladly to submit to his| take the chair of this House as Speaker.” 
rulings. In the management of the | 

private business of the House, in which | *Dr. EKARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
such large interests are involved, the| shire, W.): Iam afraid I am but a com- 
right hon. Gentleman has brought to parative novice in the House as compared 
hear his great legal experience, and on | with the somewhat surprising antiquity 
all occasions the decisions of his judicial | the right hon. Gentleman opposite has 
mind have been of the greatest value and | admitted, and | am bound to say I feel « 
service to the House. [am sure all the | strangeness in our proceedings to-day. 
new Members who take their seats here |The chair is vacant to which we turn 
for the first time will gladly recognise | when ambitious of oratorical distinction, 
the traditions of the House in the| and we miss the struggle for the tem- 
deference paid to the Speaker in the exer-| porary possession of the Speaker's eye. 
cise of an authority which is in reality | Whether we succeed or fail in our effort 
the best protection for the liberties of the | we have the conviction that we are 
House. There have been times when! treated with perfect impartiality. On 
an occasion like this there might be a 
strain of sadness, for we might be parting 
with an old friend, but happily there is 
nothing of the kind. We have, I am 


in various quarters there seemed to be 
a danger of our falling away from the 
high standard and traditions of the past, 
but from such danger we were saved by 
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happy to say, gratitude for past service, 
but we have also in our hearts that 
gratitude which has been said to consist 
of a sense of those favours which are yet 
to come. We have the opportunity of 
inviting our late Speaker to again take 
his place in the chair, and I appreciate 
the high distinction of being permitted to 
come to this House and initiate our pro- 
ceedings by inviting our respected friend 
to again assume the leading part he has 
filled with so much dignity. It is one of 
the most difficult tasks to which a human 
being can be appointed—that of Speaker 
in that chair—to maintain order in a mixed 
assembly, to command obedience from 
fiery Celts and more phlegmatic Saxons, 
to maintain order among young Members 
who might be disposed—_I do not say 
they will be, but they might—to pick 
holes in our procedure and _ render 
the !work of the Speaker difficult. 
Nothing of the kind has happened ; the 
prestige and dignity of the House of 
Commons have been maintained. Mr. 
Gully has passed through the ordeal 
successfully. He has shown himself 
worthy to take his place after prede- 
cessors who have earned our gratitude 
and respect. When I came into the 
House, Speaker Brand occupied the chair, 
and I thought nothing could exceed or 
equal the dignity with which the office 
was filled. Then came Speaker Peel, 
who, I thought, attained the highest 
possible limit cf dignity and eminence of 
distinction. 
atmosphere, and then came Mr. Gully, 
and when his turn comes to retire—-and 
it will be long, I hope, before that 
time comes —I am bound to say it 
will be difficult to find his successor, 
because he has presided over us with 
dignity and distinction, with the well- 
balanced mind of a judge, the tact and 
sagacity of a man of the world, the know- 


He, too, passed to a quieter 


ledge of a politician, and the easy acces- | 


sibility of a friend. The House of 
Commons, not always unanimous, will be 
unanimous on this occasion in welcoming 
our friend and counsellor back to the 
Dr. Farquharson. 


{COMMONS} 





Speaker, 8 


| . . 
chair, and I have great pleasure and pride 
in seconding this resolution. 


*The House then calling Mr. WiItttam 
Court GULLY to the chair, he stood up 
in his place and said :—Mr. Milman, I 
am very sensible of the honour which is 
done me by the proposal just made to the 
House, that I should for the third time 
take upon myself the duties and responsi- 
bilities which attach to the occupancy of 
the chair, and I most sincerely thank my 
right hon. friend opposite, the Member 
for North-east Manchester, and my 
hon. friend behind the Member 
for West Aberdeenshire, for the very 
kind expressions as regards myself per- 
sonally and as regards my past conduct 
in the chair which they have used in 
laying their proposals before the House, 
As I have now, Sir, held the office of 
Speaker of this House for many sessions it 
is impossible for me to plead inexperience, 
but at the same time I desire to assure the 
House that I am most fully and entirely 
conscious of my many shortcomings in 
that office, and of the great debt of 
gratitude which I owe to the House for 
its indulgence and its constant and most 
generous support of me in the chair. If 
it should please the House to re-elect 
me, I shall have still to ask for the 
renewal of that indulgence and the con- 
tinuance of that support, and, Mr. Mil- 
man, it is in the that the 
House will accord to me as full a measure 


me, 


assurance 


_ of that necessary indulgence and support 


in the future as I have receivéd in the 
past that I humbly submit myself to the 
judgment of the House. 


*The House then having again unani- 

mously called Mr. William Court Gully 
to the chair, he was taken out of his 
place and conducted to the chair by Sir 
James Fergusson and Dr. Farquharson, 
and, standing on the upper step, said: 
From this place, and before I take the 
| seat to which the House has elected me, 
| I desire once more to tender my grateful 
_ thanks to the House for the high honour it 
has conferred upon me, and to submit 
\ 
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myself to the wishes of the House. With 
the assistance of the House and to the 
best of my ability i shall always en- 
deavour faithfully and impartially to 
maintain and administer the rules and 
orders and ancient discipline of this House, 
and to uphold to the best of my power the 
freedom and dignity of debate. 


Then the Mace, which before lay under 
the Table, was placed on the Table. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Mr. Speaker Elect, it is now my 
duty, as it is my pleasure, to offer on 
behalf, I think I may say, of the whole 
House our warm congratulations upon 
the dignity to which now for the third 
time you have been elected. There is 
surely no greater place to which an 
inhabitant of these islands may aspire 
than that of presiding over the debates 
and being the guardian of the honour of 
the British House of Commons. Mr. 
Speaker Elect, I suppose the majority of 
those here present have had _ personal 
experience of the admirable manner in 
which in times past you have fulfilled the 
onerous and responsible dutiesof your post. 
Even those new Members of the House 
who have never had the pleasure of having 
personal experience of our business know 
by common repute and universal fame how 
great is the deserved reputation which 
you have obtained in your present posi- 
tion. The duties which devolve upon 
the Chair consist not merely in the im- 
partial application of the rules and stand- 
ing orders of this House as between the 
contending parties or the different indi- 
viduals of which this assembly is com- 
posed ; that impartiality you, like your 
predecessors, have invariably shown ; 
but, after all, this House is what it is 
not merely in virtue of the rules of 
debate which it obeys or the skill and 
impartiality with which those rules are 
administered from the Chair. There is a 
spirit that presides over this assembly 
which is something more than any rule, 
which no manipulation of our standing 
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orders would confer if you have 1t not, 
and which is sutficient largely to supple- 
ment any technical defects which our 
rules may possess. That spirit has survived 
the shock of factions, great constitutional 
changes, immense extensions of the suf- 
frage, great changes—great and inevitable 
changes—in the political forces which the 
“mpire obeys. That spirit has survived 
through all these changes, as I think, 
untouched and untarnished, and I do not 
believe, if a witness could rise from the 
grave acquainted with the distant tradi- 
tions of the past, he would see anything 
in the debates as we conduct them to- 
day, Sir, under your auspices, unworthy 
of the highest traditions of this House. 
Of those traditions you are the embodi- 
ment and you are the guardian, and it is 
because you have proved yourself so 
worthy a guardian in the past that it is 
with the fullest confidence and with 
absolute unanimity that this House again 
elects you to fill the great oftice which 
you have just consented to accept. Sir, 
[ beg to tender you, on behalf not only 
of Members on this side, but of the 
whole House, our warmest congratulations 
on the event which has just taken place. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker Elect, the 
First Lord of the Treasury, at the 
beginning and again at the end of his 
short speech, has claimed in what he said 
to represent the feeling of the whole 
House. On an occasion such as this he is 
entirely entitied to make that claim, but 
perhaps it is net wrong and it is usual 
that I should rise to express, on behalf of 
all those for whom I am especially en- 
titled to speak, the complete concurrence 
that we entertain in the opinion and 
sentiments which have been just ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Gentleman. 
Sir, you have been able by your personal 
qualities, and by the admirable manner in 
which you have discharged the duties of 
the Chair, to win for yourself the sincere 
and complete confidence of all the Mem- 
bers of this House. We have seen that 
you are able and ready to give due asser- 
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tion to the rights of the House of Com- on receiving from your Parliamentary 
mons, and also that you are able to main- | colleagues the highest honour they can 
tain that regulated freedom of debate | bestow ; but not less warmly do I con- 
which is essential in order that the gratulate the House itself in that it has 
primary object for which the House of | found among its Members a man sg0 
Commons exists should be attained. We / eminently qualified to fill that office with 
have seen that you know how to restrain dignity, with impartiality, and with 
the individual Member when, as some- Wisdom. 

times happens, his zeal in the public 

interest impels him to run counter to the) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR moved, “That 
general and reasonable desire of the this House do now adjourn.” 

whole assembly; and also to save the 

individual Member on another occasion; Mr. SPEAKER ELxEcr thereupon put 
which not infrequently happens, when | the Question, which being agreed to :— 
the impatience of his colleagues | 

threatens to invade his proper rights of | The House adjourned accordingly until 
speech. What has happened in the past To-morrow, and Mr. Speaker Elect went 
we are sure will happen in the future. I | away without the Mace before him. 
congratulate you, Mr. Speaker Elect, on 


your appointment by this House to the | House adjourned at a quarter before 


Three o'clock until Twelve 


chair, to the august office of Speaker, and | o'clock to-morrow. 
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Election of 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 4th December, 1900. 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF 
COMMONS. 


The Lorps CoMMIssiONERS — being 
seated in front of the Throne, and the 
Commons being sent for— 


*Mr. SPEAKER ELECT: My Lords, I 
have to acquaint your Lordships that, in | 
obedience to Her Majesty’s commands, 
Her Majesty’s faithful Commons have, in 
the exercise of their undoubted rights and 
privileges, proceeded to the election of a 
Speaker, and that their choice has fallen 
upon myself. I therefore present myselt 
at your Lordships’ bar, and humbly submit 
myself for Her Majesty’s gracious appro- 
bation. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: Mr. 
Gully, we are commanded to assure you 
that Her Majesty is so fully sensible of 
your zeal in the public service and of 
your ample sutliciency to execute the 
arduous duties which her faithful Com- 
mons have selected you to discharge, that 
she does most readily approve and con- 
firm you as their Speaker. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I[ submit myself 
with all humility to Her Majesty’s 
gracious commands ; and now, my Lords, 
itis my duty, in the name and on behalf 
of the Commons of the United Kingdom, 
to lay claim, by humble petition to Her 
Majesty, to all their ancient and undoubted 
rights and privileges, especially to freedom 
of speech in debate, freedom from arrest, 
and free access to Her Majesty whenever 
occasion may require, and that the most 
favourable construction may be put upon 
all their proceedings. As to myself, 
humbly pray that if, in the discharge of 
my duty, [ should inadvertently fall into 
any error, the blame may be imputed to 
myself alone, and not to Her Majesty’s 
most faithful Commons. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: Mr. 
Speaker, we have it further in command 
to inform you that Her Majesty does | 
most readily confirm all the rights and 
privileges which have ever been granted | 
to or conferred upon the Commons by | 
any of Her Royal predecessors. With 
VOL, LXXXVUI. [Fourrn Series. | 
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respect to yourself, Sir, though Her 
Majesty is sensible that you stand in no 
need of such assurance, Her Majesty will 
ever place the most favourable construc- 
tion upon your words and actions. 


REPRESENTATIVE 
IRELAND. 


PEER FOR 
Writs and Returns electing the Lord 

Inchiquin a Representative Peer for Ire- 

land in the room of the Earl of Portar- 


lington deceased, with the Certificate of 


the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 
annexed thereto: Delivered (on oath), 
and Certificate read. 


RE-ELECTION OF MINISTERS. 


The Commons, who were sent for, 
being at the Bar with their Speaker, the 
Lord Chancellor delivered the Speech of 
the Lords Commissioners to both Houses 
of Parliament, signifying Her Majesty’s 
pleasure that an opportunity be now 
given to issue writs for supplying the 
vacancies occavioned in the House of 
Commons owing to the acceptance of 
ottice from the Crown by Members of 
that House: Then the Commons with- 
drew, 


Several Lords took the oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the 
clock to Thursday next, 
Two of the elock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 4th December, 1900. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock 
Mr. Speaker Elect taking the Chair. 


? 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 
Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners by Black Rod. 


The House went — and, 


turned—— 


being re- 


Mr. SPEAKER reported, That the House 
had been in the House of Peers, where 
Her Majesty was pleased, by Her 


Majesty’s Commissioners, to approve of 


B 
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the choice the House had made of him 
to be their Speaker ; and that he had in 
their name and on their behalf, by 
humble Petition to Her Majesty made 
claim to their ancient and undoubted 
Rights and Privileges, particularly to 
freedom from arrest and all molestation 
of their persons ; to freedom of speech in 
debate ; to free access to Her Majesty 
when occasion shall require; and that 
the most favourable construction shall be 
put upon all their proceedings, which, 
he said, Her Majesty, by her said Com- 
missioners, had contirmed to them in as 
full and ample a manner as they have 
been heretofore granted or allowed by 
Her Majesty, or any of her Royal prede- 
cessors. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. SPEAKER repeated his most 
respectful acknowledgments to the House 
for the high honour they had done him. 


Mr. SPEAKER then put the House in 
mind that their first duty was to take 
and subseribe the Oath required by Law. 


Thereupon Mr. SPEAKER first alone, 
standing upon the upper step of the 
Chair, took and subscribed the Oath. 


Several Members took and subseribed 
the Oath, and a Member made and sub- 
scribed the Affirmation required by Law. 


RE-ELECTION OF MINISTERS. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners by Black Rod. 


The House went—and, being re- 
turned 

Mr. SPEAKER reported, That the 
Lords Commissioners under the Great 


Seal for opening and holding this Parlia- 
ment had made a communication to both 
Houses, which Mr. SPEAKER read to the 
House, as followeth :— 


“ My Lords und Gentlemen, 


“We have it further in command from 
Her Majesty to acquaint you that, since 
the time when Her Majesty deemed it 
right to call you together for the con- 
sideration of business, certain vacancies 
have occurred in the House of Commons 
owing to the acceptance of oftice from the 
Crown by Members of that House ; it is 
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therefore Her Majesty’s pleasure that an 
opportunity may now he given to issue 
Writs for supplying the vacancies go 
occasioned, and that subsequently you 
may proceed to the consideration of such 
matters as are to be laid before you.” 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath, and several Members 
made and subseribed the Aflirmation 
required by Law. 


NEW WRITS. 

County of Surrey (South Western or 
Guildford Division)—in the room of 
Right Hon. William St. John Freemantle 
Brodrick, Secretary of State. 


Borough of Preston—in the room of 
Right Hon. Robert William Hanbury, 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 


Borough of Dover—in the room of 
George Wyndham, esquire, Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 


County of Suffolk (South Eastern or 
Woodbridge Division)—in the of 
Ernest George Pretyman, esquire, one of 
the Commissioners for executing the 
office of Lord High Admiral of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland. 


room 


County of Derby (Western Division) 

in the room of Victor Christian Caven- 
dish, esquire, Treasurer of Her Majesty’s 
Household. 


County of Somerset (Western or Wel- 
lington Division)-—in the room of Captain 


Sir Alexander Fuller Acland-Hood, 
baronet, Vice-Chamberlain »of Her 
Majesty’s Household.—(Sir_ — William 


Wairond.) 


Several other Members took and _ sub- 
scribed the oath, and several other 
Members made~ and subscribed the affir- 
mation required by law. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, ‘ That 
this House do now adjourn ”—(Sir /Vil- 
liam Walrond), Put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at five 
minutes after Four of the 
clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 5th December, 1900. 


Several other Members took and sub- 


scribed the Oath, and several other | 
Members made and_ subscribed the 


Affirmation required by Law. 


{5 DECEMBER 1900} 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘That 
this House do now adjourn ”—(Sir 


| William Walrond), put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at Four 
o’clock until Two o’clock 
To-morrow. 
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Address in Answer to 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 6th December, 1900. 
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HER MAJESTY’S SPEECH. 

The Commons being at the Bar, with 
their Speaker, the Lorp CHANCELLOR de- 
livered Her Majesty’s Speech to both 
Houses of Parliament : Then the Commons 
withdrew. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had received (by post) from the Lord 
Clerk Register of Scotland, Minutes of 
the meeting held on the 5th of October 
last of the Peers of Scotland for the elec- 
tion of their representatives to sit and 
vote in the ensuing Parliament of the 
United Kingdom ; and also, Return by 
the Lord Clerk Register of Scotland con- 
cerning Titles of Peerages called at the 
said meeting, in right of which respec- 


: tively no vote had been received and 


of 


sevreenceniient 


An Asterisk (*) at the cor 








counted for fifty vears last past as at the 
date of the said meeting: Ordered that 
the said Minutes of Election, &c., be 
printed. (No. 1.) 


His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 
bridge, singly, took the Oath. 


His Royal Highness the Duke of York, 
singly, took the Oath. 


Edward Stuart Lord Bishop of Roch- 
ester was (in the usual manner) intro- 
duced. 


His Royal Highness the Prince of 
Wales, singly, took the Oath. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro forma, read 14, 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


Tue Eart or LATHOM: My Lords, 


Ishall not, I know, appeal in vain for | 
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the (Queen's Speech ‘ 


‘that forbearance and indulgence which is 


always extended to those who address 
this House for the first time, and which 
I feel very greatly in need of. I esteem 
it a great honour in being permitted to 
address the House on this occasion—on 
the commencement of a new Parliament, 


and at the close of the war in South 
Africa. I think we can now safely say 


that the end of the war is in view, 
though it has lasted a great deal longer 
than any of us anticipated a year ago. 
During the whole time the work of the 
troops has been arduous and continuous, 
and it has been bravely and_ willingly 
borne. For the first time the Volunteers 
have made their mark upon military 
history, and, above all, the colonies have 


come forward in a most marvellous 
manner. That, I think, is one of the 


most cheering features of the war ; for, 
whatever else may come out of this war, 
we know now that the colonies are for 
all time united with the motherland. 
We have lately had an opportunity of 
reading Lord Roberts’s farewell to his 
troops. That farewell is a finer testimony 
to the good conduct and character of 
those troops than any that could be 
uttered by me in this House, and it is an 
ample reply to the criticisms which have 
been passed upon their conduct, and upon 
the disciplinary measures which have 
been adopted when cases of “sniping,” as 
it is called, or of breaking up the rail- 
ways have occurred. I cannot see how 
anything else could have been done in a 
country which is infested with sedition. 
The first duty of a general is to his own 
troops; and if danger to them can be 
averted by inflicting punishment of this 
kind upon the enemy, I conceive that 
it is his duty to inflict that punish- 
ment. It is a trite saying that all war 
is cruel; but I feel confident that the 
conduct of the war in South Africa will 
compare very favourably indeed with 
other wars that have taken place between 
civilised nations during the past century. 
I think your Lordships will agree with 
me that a stern and even justice is the 
best in the end. It is far more likely to 
bring about peace—for the time for 
mediation has long since passed. When 
peace is established there will come the 
question of the settlement of the war. 
Many valuable lives have been lost ; but 
I venture to say that they will not have 
been spent in vain if a satisfactory settle- 
ment is attained. No settlement will be 


D 
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considered satisfactory by this country 


which does not place the new colonies | 
under a firm British rule, and which does | 


not, above all, make another war in 
South Africa impossible. I have no 
doubt that you will receive and pass the 


enactments referred to in Her Majesty’s | 


gracious Speech. In conclusion, my 
Lords, I would venture to hope that we 
may soon have the great joy of welcom- 
ing home Her Majesty’s victorious troops, 
and that, with the opening of the new 
year and the new century, peace may 
be once more established throughout Her 
Majesty's dominions. 


Moved, “That an humble Address be | 


presented to Her Majesty in reply to the 
Gracious Speech from the Throne.” 


Lorp MONK BRETTON: My Lords, 


in rising to second the Address which has | 
been moved by the noble Earl, [ must | 


follow him in asking for the indulgence 
which your Lordships have always been 
good enough to extend to those who 
address the House for the first time. 
The brevity of Her Majesty’s Speech will 
prevent me standing long between your 
Lordships and the speeches which you 
have come to hear. 
moved the Address dwelt on the ties 
between the colonies and the mother 
country, which have been cemented by 
the war in South Africa. Is it not 
equally true that the common sacrifices 
made for the common cause during the 
war have drawn all classes in this country 
together, moved by the losses which have 
spread mourning through the land, even 
to the very Throne of Her Majesty ? 
When your Lordships dispersed at the 
close of the last Parliament the world was 
unaware of the fate of those few hundred 
Europeans who were imprisoned in Peking. 
Admiral Seymour had made a gallant but 
ineffectualattempt torelieve the Legations ; 


and we at home feared that we might at | 


any moment hear of a tragedy not less 
frightful than that of Cawnpore. The 
outbreak in China was quite unex- 
pected. Rumours there had been of an 
intended uprising, but they did not differ 
from those which on many previous 
occasions had proved illusory. The 
experience of the Indian Mutiny shows 
how difficult it is, even for those who 
have the resources of a Government, and 
a system of military intelligence, to 
forecast the uprisings of Orientals. The 


The Earl of Lathom. 
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| Ministers at Peking had not those ad- 


The noble Earl who | 
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vantages. We were taken wholly un- 
prepared ; but within a very short time 
troops were on their way from India, 
The Government of India has had many 
difficulties to meet of late years owing to 
famine, pestilence, and war; and the 
promptitude with which it responded to 
the call of the Home Government for 
troops is deserving of your Lordships’ 
praise. Her Majesty’s Government did 
not rely only on troops from so great 
a distance. They opened negotiations 
with Japan, and persuaded that Govern- 
ment to send troops to China to prevent 
‘the insurrection from spreading. The 
campaign which followed has not been 
heard of so much in this country as it 
would have been had it not been for the 
| warin South Africa. The difficulties of 
the difference of language, the difficulties 
of transport, the difficulties of the 
country, the difficulties of fighting with 
the thermometer over a hundred in the 
shade, the fact that prisoners were tor- 
‘tured and killed—all these were diffi- 
culties and dangers which had to be 
surmounted. The defenve of the Legations, 


ithe determination with which it 
was conducted, the fire of artillery 
under which it had to stand, the 


/women and children who were within 
its walls, and the massacre which was the 
only thing to be expected outside, will 
ever make that siege memorable. One 
thing is certain from these events, and 
that is that no Minister of Her Majesty 
must ever be left to the mercy of the 
Chinese again. He must be surrounded 
by fortifications, by troops, and by guns, 
or, at any rate, he must have them within 
easy reach. The punishment of the per- 
petrators of the outrages is a consumma- 
tion devoutly to be wished for ; but to 
undertake an expedition against the Court 
of China would be a dangerous and a 
great operation. The arrival of the Allies 
in Peking established the Concert of the 
|Powers. That Concert was the only 
| means by which the Legations could have 
| been saved, but the experience which we 
ihave had of a similar arrangement in 
| Turkey does not incline one to believe 
| that it will lead to a rapid solution of the 
| Chinese problem. The divergent interests 
| of the Powers and their different points 
| of view prevent the Concert from acting 
| easily ; but, at any rate, the Concert may 
be said to have the negative advantage of 
| preventing any of its members from 
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taking any hasty or inconsiderate step. | 
The agreement which has recently been | 
concluded with Germany, the fortunate | 
recovery Of his Majesty the Czar, and the | 
friendship of the United States of | 
America, lead one to hope for a good | 
understanding. The alternative to this 
Concert was partition. Suggestions have 
been made that we should garrison the | 
Valley of the Yang-tsze with Chinese 
soldiers under British officers. I hope 
that it may be no part of the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government | 
tocreate an India in China, either for | 
ourselves or for any other Power. British 
trade in China has arisen on principles | 
mutually advantageous to ourselves and to 
the Chinese. It has been founded on good | 
faith and on the observance of treaties ; 
and to upset and render hostile the 
Chinese by any such policy as that of | 
annexation would be to undo the work | 
which British traders have done in China | 


during the last hundred years. The | 
position of affairs created in China | 


necessitates the expenditure on the Army | 
which is asked for in Her Majesty’s 
Speech. Your Lordships will, I hope, 
agree that that expenditure is as 
necessary as any which has been called 
for in South Africa. It is a heavy 
burden on the country, and there is no 
prospect of its getting lighter. It is not 
only for operations which have already | 
taken place that money will be asked | 
in another place, but, to use the words of | 
a manifesto which has recently been | 
promulgated in South Africa, “To make | 
use of the experience we have gained to | 
render the Army of the United Kingdom | 
as perfect as it is possible for an Army to 
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of mine, and I wish him well. I hope 
that this commencement of a career in 
debates in this House will not, as the 
noble Marquess pointed out last session, 
be followed, as it so often has been, by a 
long period of silence. We are assembled 
now on the opening of a new Parliament. 
I do not think that it is possible that on 
the occasion of the first session of a 
new Parliament some allusion should 
not be made to the circumstances of the 
recent and very sudden dissolution, and 
to the manner in which the elections 
were, in certain quarters, carried on. 
With regard to the dissolution itself, it 
certainly was extremely unexpected, antl 


| on our part we have never precisely seen 


the necessity which existed for so sudden 
a determination. At the same time, | 
fully recognise, and I have always recog 
nised, that a Government:has a_per- 
fect right to choose its own time to advise 
the Queen to dissolve Parliament, and st 
is not unnatural that it should choose a 
time which it thinks will be advantageous 
to its own party. This is one of the 
incidents of party warfare; it is not, 
perhaps, a very high-minded motive, but 
I am afraid it is a motive which actuates 
Governments from whatever side they 
are formed. But there is a more scrioiis 
matter, and that is, whether the dissolution 
was an absolute necessity and an advan- 
tage to the country. I think it is to be 
regretted, without laying too much stress 
upon the point, that a large number of 
the electors should, by the state 
of the register, have been pre 
cluded from expressing their opinions, 
I do not in the least pretend to say that 
to have waited would have bettered our 


be.” I beg to second the Address, and | party, but I think it would have been 
to thank your Lordships for the patience | better in deciding upon the dissolution *o 


with which you have listened to me. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: 
Lords, I am sure your Lordships have 
listened with at least your usual pleasure 
to the speeches of the mover and 
seconder—certainly I have myself. The 
mover is the son of a noble Lord whom 
we all long remember in this House, and 
Ido not think there ever was a more 
popular Member of it. The noble Lord’s 
was not a long speech, no more than the 
Speech from the Throne, but I think, if 
Imay venture to say so, it was a speech 
in extremely good taste and delivered 
very effectively. As to the seconder, he 
is the son of an old friend and colleague 





have taken care that a large proportion 

of the electors were not debarred from 
My | exercising their right to vote. 

| the criticism which I make as to the 
period of the dissolution, but I will ai’ 
this—that, of course, 
would desire to have, if I may so call ‘+, 
a verdict upon their policy from the 
country, and I suppose they were uni‘er 
the impression that the war was about io 
close in South Africa, and that all that 
was necessary 
favour. 
stances and the result have justified that 
expectation. 
point, but there is another point to which 
I allude with regret, but I shall not press 


That ‘s 


the Governmert 


was a verdict in their 
I do not think that the circum 


I have said enough on that 
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it far in this House—I mean the manner 
it which, on many occasions, imputations 
were thrown upon those who were stand- 
ing as candidates in the interests of the 
Opposition—imputations which, I think, 


in many cases were absolutely false—im- | 
putations which ought never to have | 


heen brought, and imputations which, 
though they may be excused in 
the mouths of obscure people, con- 
sidering the source from which some of 
them sprung, I think must have been 
heard by every right-minded man with 
regret. 
further except to say, in justice to my 
own feelings, that I saw the line taken 
on many occasions, imputing disloyalty 
and want of patriotism to men quite as 


loyal and patriotic as those on the other | 


side. I looked upon that with feelings 
of not less than disgust. I shall not 
pursue that further because the chief 
offenders are not inthis House. Not one 
man that I know of in this House has 
said or done anything that I can find 
fault with, certainly not the Prime 


Minister nor any peer who is a colleague | 


of his, and if an attack is to be made it 
is far better that it should be made where 
those concerned can give their own 
answer. I will not do more than nctice 
that, and I only do so lest it should be 
thought that I do wot share the feelings 
which I know are strongly and bitterly 
felt in the party to which I belong. 
Now I turn to the Speech from 
the Throne. It certainly is a Speech 
of extraordinary brevity, and, I 
might almost state, abruptness. It is not 
thought necessary, apparently, to offer 
any introduction to the simple and very 
plain demand to vote a certain sum of 
money. Generally speaking, a demand 
for money is prefaced by some statement 
of policy. There is no statement here at 
all. L suppose it weuld not have been 
convenient to the Government to make 
any statement. If there had been any 
exordium I suppose it would have run 
something in this shape :—‘ That, seeing 
that the anticipations of the Government 
as to the close of the war have not been 
fulfilled, and seeing that the calculations 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
he would have a sufficient amount of 
money to meet the expenses of the war 
in South Africa as well as the expenses 
in China have not been realised, there- 
fore we have found it necessary to call 
together Parliamentto fill up the gap which 


The Ear! of Kimberley. 
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I shall not pursue that matter | 
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lit was not anticipated by our Govern. 
| ment would have existed ” Something of 
that kind would have been the preface to 
the Speech. It would, of course, have been 
| very disagreeable, and | can quite under- 
stand why the Speech from the Throne 
is so brief. We are only told that more 
money is wanted and that we are to de. 
liver it forthwith. The form of the 
'Speech is certainly not very courteous 
towards Parliament. One did not expect 
a detailed statement as to the position of 
‘affairs in South Africa, but I do think 
that we ought to have had from her 
| Majesty’s Government some statement of 
their view as to their policy in the present 
situation in South Africa—some statement 
‘as to their anticipations for the future, 
some statement of the policy that they 
| intend to pursue. We have had a general 
| statement of policy on former occasions, 
| but circumstances are changed. At the 
time when the war commenced of course 
you could only make a general statement 
of what might be the policy of the 
| Government, but we have now arrived at 
a different position. There was one re- 
| mark in the Speech of the mover of the 
| Address with which, unfortunately, I 
|cannot agree. I wish I could. He spoke 
of “ the close” of the war. If there is one 
| thing more plain than another it is that 
' this war is not closed. Not only is it not 
| closed, but, if we are to believe the infor- 
/mation which we obtain from the usual 
sources, for we get none from the Govern- 
| ment, there is a recrudescence of the war. 
| There is a state of things which is to a 
| certain extent novel, and which seems to 
| me, as far as I can judge, to be of a most 
| embarrassingand dangerous character. You 
have, no doubt, broken to a considerable 
extent the organised forces of your oppo- 
/ nents, but you have utterly failed up to 
| this point in really subduing and pacify- 
| ing the country. Neither do we see that 
' there is any probability of rapid progress 
being made in that direction. When I 
say that, do not suppose that I am about 
to censure the conduct of the military 
operations. In the first place, I am not a 
competent judge, and, in the second 
place, I have no desire to weaken the 
hands of those who have been entrusted 
with the very difficult task of subduing 
these populations by imputing to them 
‘any blame. Far from doing that, I have, 
| as I suppose every noble Lord in this 
| House has, admired the skill and success 
which has been displayed by Lord 
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Roberts, and my confidence in him has | far as possible—and the task is an ex- 


not been impaired. Neither shall I say 
one word which would imply a want of 
confidence 
succeeded to the command. But we must 
look to the facts as they are. The diffi- 
culties are so great of subduing the 
populations, scattered as they are 
over so large a country, and apparently 
far better provided with horses 
than we are even now, that I 
think it is vain to expect any early termi- 
nation of the war. I wish we could 
expect it. Many people are very much 
disturbed by what are alleged to be—I 
wish particularly to guard myself against 
the supposition that I am making this 
assertion—the cruel treatment of the 
Boers by the burning of farms and by the 
expulsion of women from their homes. I 
myself have that confidence in the 
humanity and the discretion of the dis- 
tinguished commander who is now return- 
ing to this country that until I receive 
far more authoritative information than 
has yet reached me, I shall be slow to 
believe that there have been cruelties 
exercised by severe measures which could 
properly have been avoided. Indeed, I 
commit myself in no way to an assent of 
the assertion that there have been undue 
severities. That there has been severity 
toa considerable extent [ suppose must 
be true, and I think it is only reasonable 
that we should inquire from the Govern- 
ment to what extent they believe these 
severities to have gone, and whether on 
the whole, in the opinion of those who are 
best able to judge, these severities are 
absolutely unavoidable. But there is 
something further than that. You 
may say that these matters ate 
in the hands of the military com- 
manders, and it is not for us to interfere. 
So far as questions of military measures 
are concerned, I should be the last person 
to suggest that you should interfere, but 
there is a question which cannot be 
determined by military commanders. 
That is the question of policy, and it 
seems to me that at this moment there 
are grave questions of policy presenting 
themselves to anyone who reflects on the 
facts and the condition of affairs in South 
Africa. What is the end of all this that 
we desire? We desire that the war or 
the struggle should close. We desire 
that as little bitterness should be left as 
may be compatible with the bringing of 
the war to a close. 


in the noble Lord who has | 


We desire that, as 


tremely difficult one—we should avoid 
creating such bitter feelings of hatred 
against us on the part of the Boer popula- 
tion as may make it impossible for many 
years to come to govern them in the 
manner which will be satisfactory to us 
and in accordance with our usual mode of 
dealing with our white colonists. We 
also desire that nothing should be done, 
if possible, which can aggravate the dis- 
content which, I fear, exists in parts of 
our own colony, and concerning which | 
shall be very glad to have authentic in- 
formation from the Government. Is 
there no possibility in any way of reach- 
ing the minds of the more reasonable 
part—for I doubt not there is a more 
reasonable part—of the population of the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colonies 4 
You must remember this. Supposing 
you were at war with an enemy of the 
ordinary kind, and you had a Govern- 
ment to deal with, or even a revolutionary 
Government which had certain authority, 
you might approach that Government and 
say, ‘ We wish the war to terminate, and 
if you are ready to submit, we shall be 
perfectly prepared to treat you in such 
and such a way.” But there is no such 
authority here, and my belief is that in 
the present condition of those colonies 
the mass of the Boer population are in a 
state of great ignorance and great delusion 
as to the facts. I have no doubt what- 
ever that their minds are poisoned by 
those who disseminate untrue statements 
both as to the zonduct of our troops and 
as to the intentions of our Government. 
To dispel those opinions some mode must 
be found by which you can reach them 
and make them understand what the true 
state of the case is. That seems to me 
to be a question which belongs exelu- 
sively to Her Majesty’s Government, and 
not to the military commanders. If they 
are of opinion that they could make 
any declaration of policy at the present 
time—I should say it ought to be made 
on the spot, and not only in Parliament 
—which would reassure the Boer populsa- 
tion and would make them feel that the 
fate which is in store for them is one 
which will not only be tolerable but im 
many respects desirable ; if they could be 
shown that as soon as the war terminates 
they would have all the privileges which 
can be accorded to men who are subjects 
of the Crown, short of the enjoyment of 
representative institutions, which cannet 
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come at once, but which will come, and 
might be promised when the country is 
sufficiently pacified—if an assurance of 
that kinc were given I think it might 
produce some revulsion of feeling on the 
part of the population. And supposing 
it fails? You will, at all events, have 


relieved yourself from a large burden of | 
responsibility ; you will have made it | 


clear what the policy of the Government 
is, and you will have made it clear to the 
whole world what is the intention of the 
Government of this country as to dealing 
with the Boer population when onee they 
are subdued. I think that would be a 
great advantage to have gained. I be- 
lieve, also, that it would have a very 
calming effect on the colonists in the 
Cape, and that seems to me to be a 
cardinal point to consider in the whole 
matter. 
ment will not take the line of doing what 
hes been done on former occasions. I 
hope they will not say, “ We stand on 
this. We are plainly determined that 
there shall be no going back to the 
former state of things ; 


these countries to the British Crown and 
the bringing of them distinctly under 
British government.” Those two proposi- 
tions I cordially coneur in. 
are placed now beyond doubt. I have 
no doubt the great majority of the people 
of this country have made up their minds 


that there is no other policy, whatever | 


eriticisins may be addressed to what has 
hrought us to this point—a matter which 
it would be useless to follow—no other 
course to be pursued. Therefore, the 
mere statement of that will not advance 
tiie matter at all. But, admitting the 
point that these countries should be 
brought under the dominion of the 
British Crown, and that nothing what- 
ever which is given to any British Colony 
which is a dependency of the Crown 
should not be conceded to the Boers in 
certain cireumstances, I sincerely hope 
tlat Her Majesty’s Government will have 
come to the conclusion that the time has 
arrived, or very shortly ought to arrive, 
when they ought to make a general 
statement of their intentions in more 
detail, more precisely, and more fully 
than has ever yet been laid before 
Parliament or the country. I attach 
considerable importance to this, because, 
taking, as I naturally do— having 
previously had a good deal of connection 
Lhe Earl of Kimberley. 
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I sincerely hope the Govern- | 


that there shall | 
be plainly and simply the annexation of | 


I think they | 
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with affairs of this kind—a deep interest 
in these questions, I cannot but feel much 
disquiet at the present state of affairs. | 
feel they are of a kind to cause very 
considerable anxiety. I think the 
‘prolongation of the struggle in South 
Africa is in itself a great calamity. IE it 
goes on I think you may have a state of 
affairs created in those colonies which will 
render jthe government of them a most irk- 
some and difficult operation, and for that 
reason I feel extremely anxious to learn 
‘that Her Majesty’s Government have 
given their full consideration to the 
whole of the circumstances, and that they 
are prepared with some definite and clear 
policy which, at all events, may give us 
some hope that the war may be brought 
to an earlier conclusion than I think it 
‘ will he if you confine'yourselves simply'to 
military operations. I do not know that 
upon the subject of the war I have any- 
‘thing further to say. ‘he war is one 
which naturally occupies almost the whole 
‘attention of the country, and I cannot 
‘leave the subject—I think one ought 
never to leave the subject—without ex- 
pressing my admiration for the courage 
| and perseverence shown by our troops— 
courage and perseverance never exceeded, 
| I believe, in the annals of English history, 
bright as they are. Nor can I leave it 
without expressing that feeling which we 
‘al! must have of the great losses which 
have been suffered by men in all stations 
of life, in the deaths of many brave and 
distinguished young men, amongst whom 
‘perhaps, I may be permitted to 
mention the loss which Her Majesty 
has sustained by the death of that most 
promising officer Prince Christian Victor. 
I should now like to say a few words 
concerning China, as it is mentioned in 
the Speech from the Throne. ,I do not 
intend to go into the whole question of 
‘China. It isa very large question and a 
very difficult question. I think your 
| Lordships must have admired the wonder- 


| 


‘ful defence made of the Legations at 
| Peking, and the admirable and cordial 


manner in which all the nations to which 
the Ministers belonged acted together in 
| saving the Legations from capture by the 
‘Chinese. Nor can any one be insensible 
' of the value of the Concert of the Powers, 
}and the manner in which, to a great ex- 
tent, they have acted together. — 1 know 


very well the difficulties of a Concert of 
the Powers; and | do not think that we 
'should be hypercritical with regard to 


| 
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some slowness and some misunderstand- 
ings, provided there has been, on the 
whole, common action; and, so far as 


Ican judge, there has been, up to the | 


present time, as much common action as 
could reasonably be expected in circum- 
stances so difficult. I may also say. for 
myself, that I saw with satisfaction the 


agreement cuncluded by thenoble Marquess | 


opposite with the Government of Ger- 
many. I think it was a very useful and 
wise agreement. 


the fact that the Germans have acquired 


rights over the province of Shan- | 
tung; but, taken as a_ whole, I 


think the principle is one which the 
people of this country approve—namely, 
that there should be an open door to the 
commerce of all nations, whatever may 
be the advantages in particular spots 
where stations are established. I think 


that is a very useful and desirable agree- | 
ment to have obtained from the German | 
As to the present state of | 
affairs, I can only say that I am very | 


Government. 


anxious indeed to hear from the noble 
Marquess anything he may be able to teli 
us. It is extremely difficult to form any 
just opinion merely from the reports 
which we get from day to day of expedi- 
tions after Boxers, the probability of 
certain important Chinamen surrendering 
themselves to be decapitated, and various 
other interesting subjects. There is only 


one point upon which I feel, personally, | 


some anxiety, although I do not think 


Her Majesty’s Government are capable | 


of engaging in so very unwise an opera- 
tion—I mean the notion that we are to 


embark on an expedition into the interior | 


of China, for the purpose of capturing 
the Empress and the Emperor, and 
thereby bringing the whole difficulty to a 
close. To my mind that would be a most 
alarming and serious undertaking, and I 
extremely doubt whether it would be 
concluded more quickly than the war in 
South Africa. As to what the cost would 
be, I leave to those who are judges of 
such matters to decide. I do not think 
Her Majesty’s Government can con- 
template any such expedition ; but I hope 
that what we have seen in the news- 


papers, only yesterday, that some agree- | 


ment has been come to between the 
Powers as to the demands to be made 
upon China will turn out to be true, and 
that possibly some way out of the difii- 
culty may be found. Of this I am quite 
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Of course it is open, | 
perhaps, to some criticism with regard to | 
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(certain, that any attempt to undertake 
| to set up a Government in China, for 
| which we are all to be responsible, or all 
the Powers together are to be responsible, 
would lead us into a quagmire, as I may 
call it, of difficulties, out of which we 
might never, perhaps, escape. Upon the 
whole, I do not say for a moment that 
the policy of the Government has not 
been a prudent one ; but we have so little 
information of an authentic kind on the 
subject that I must reserve my opinion 
until | know more. For the purpose for 
which we are now assembled we have 
only these two questions to discuss, 
namely, the war in South Africa, and 
China. I have made a few observations 
to your Lordships on these two subjects, 
and I shall not detain you further upon 
others. I think it extremely judicious 
that other questions—domestic questions 
—are not introduced into the Speech on 
the present occasion ; and that, as I am 
informed, the precedent of last year is to 
be followed—namely, that at the close of 
the present short session—and short, I 
trust, it will be—there will be a proroga- 
tion, and that there will be the usual state- 
ment of the policy of the Government at 
the commencement of the ordinary session 
of Parliament next year. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BuRY): My Lords, at all events I have 
the privilege of entirely agreeing with 
| what was said by the noble Karl opposite 
at the beginning of his speech and at its 


end. At the beginning of his speech I 
heard with great pleasure the well- 


deserved eulogy which he bestowed upon 
my noble friend behind me who proposed 
the Address. I enjoyed the friendship 
of my noble friend’s father, and I think 
he was, as the noble Earl said, a most 
popular and acceptable Member of the 
House. I earnestly trust that the 
evidence of similar ability which can 
be traced in the speech of my noble 
friend will have a full development, and 
that he will become as weil known and 
be as useful in this House as his father 
was. My noble friend, with whom I 


have closer connection, who seconded the 
Address, I think dealt with a situation of 
some difficulty with singular judgment. 
It was my misfortune to have to ask my 
two noble friends to make speeches upon 
very scanty matter, and I am bound to 
much more 


say that they produced 
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desirable and admirable results than I | tion in the summer is that at that time 


should have thought it possible to weave 
upon so small a canvas. To my noble 
friend’s observations upon the difficult 
Chinese question I listened with the 


greatest pleasure, and I entirely concur 


in the eulogies which were bestowed. 
The other matter which has been spoken 
of by the noble Earl opposite, with 
which I entirely agree, was _ the 


admiration which he eloquently expressed, | 


at the latter part of his speech, 
of the splendid achievements of our 
soldiers on their distant battle field, and 
the skill exhibited by Lord Roberts and 
Lord Kitchener, whohave had the guidance 
of them. I hope that the admiration 
which is felt for the officers and soldiers 
by all the people of this country will be, 
at all events, some compensation for the 
very severe hardships and theconstant and 
wearing efforts to which, in the course of 
thisunexpectedly long war, they have been 
subjected. They have the admiration of 
their fellow-subjects and of _ their 
Sovereign. I do not doubt that in the 
future the achievements which have been 
performed in this war will stand by some 
of the noblest which have been accom- 
plished in our military history. Un- 
happily, as the noble Eari has said, there 
have been drawbacks. There has been a 
terrible loss of valuable lives. There has 
been the loss of that promising and able 
soldier, born of the Royal line, to whom 
so many were looking forward as likely to 
bear a brilliant future; but who, by 
an unhappy fate, has been taken 
from his Sovereign and from his country. 
He does not standalone. There are many 
able and distinguished men, well known 
in this country, who will appear among 
us no more, and their memory will bring 
home to us the feeling that in a war of this 
kind even the most brilliant results are 
dashed by the terrible price at which they 
have been bought. I confess that, when 
I heard the noble Earl speak of our great 
achievements in South Africa and of the 
great Imperialinterests which are involved 
there, it came upon me with something 
like a feeling of bathos to hear him ask 
me to defend the date of the dissolution. 
If I defend the date of the dissolution I 
shall have to deal with matters which I 
am afraid he will think trivial. The 
objection to the dissolution in the extreme 
winter is that people have to travel long 
distances and that they suffer considerably 
in doing so. 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


The objection to a dissolu- , 


members are engaged in their legislative 
duties, which are cut short by an appeal 
to the electors. I donot say that October 
is the only month for a dissolution, but 
I think that of all the months it stands 
first. There is less interference with 
public business and less inconvenience to 
those who have to vote. As to the question 
of the number of electors on the register, 
I must call the noble Earl’s attention to 
the experience we already have. If my 
information is correct the great change 
by which the register is affected takes 
place at the end of May. I look back to 
the various dissolutions in the Queen’s 
reign, and I find-—-I will not go into 
details--that quite two-thirds of them 
have been subsequent to the month of 
May. ‘Therefore this scruple, which I 
have never heard of before and which I 
think has been invented for the purpose 
of this election, was never felt by our 
predecessors. I am bound to say I doubt 
if the noble Earl, in his anxiety to dis- 
solve upon a full register, is entirely 
carrying out the intentions which Parlia- 
ment had in the legislation which actually 
exists. I presume that the long residence 
which is frequently required on the part 
of the elector is part of the policy of 
Parliament. It is looked upon as an 
advantage that those who vote should 
know something of the locality in which 
they live and in which they vote. The 
result of the dissolution in October is 
that those who did vote were, so far 
as residence could confer a qualification, 
much more capable citizens for the pur- 
pose of voting. I entirely deny that the 
absence of working men—if there were 
any number of working men absent 
from the polls—was likely to incline 
more in our direction tham in the 
direction of our opponents. As a 
matter of fact, many who sympathised 
with us were fighting in South Africa, and 
by reason of the dissolution coming before 
the war was over we really denied our- 
selves the advantage of their votes. Ido 
not think this is a matter upon which I 
need dwell further. Still less do I 
intend to dwell upon the imputations 
which the noble Ear! tells us were made 
upon his friends by Members of the 
House of Commons. We are absolutely 
forbidden to take part in the tourney of 
eloquence that goes on during the elec- 
tions ; and it is really very hard that we 
should be forbidden to speak ourselves 
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and blamed for what is said by those who 
do. The noble Earl may cross the hall 
and make what criticisms he pleases. i 
absolutely repudiate his right to make 
any attack upon us because of what has 
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| condition of British self-governing colonies 


is well known. 
| described in great detail. 


It does not require to be 
That is what 


| we wish to offer to these countries when 


| they are fitted to receive it. 


been said by Members of the other House | 


during the election. I understand the 
noble Lord wants us to make a statement 
of our policy. He imagines that it is 
possible for us to say some pleasant things 
which will induce the guerillas who are 
now maintaining the relics of the war to 
throw down their arms and assume the 
attitude of peaceful citizens. I wish he 
had told us what sort of things he wishes 
us to say. Of course, if he means that 
we are to throw all our sacrifices away— 


if he means that we are to attempt the | 


restoration of a certain amount of inde- 
pendence—— 


THe Eartor KIMBERLEY: I stated 
inthe plainest language that nothing of 
that kind wasin my mind. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Quite so; and by that the noble Earl 
took away from himself the suggestion 
of any possible terms which would be of 
any use for that purpose. The only 


They can- 
not receive it now—the feeling is too 
bitter. It will be some time probably 
before the state of society in these regions 
will be such that the benevolent rule of a 
British self-governing colony can be fully 
applied to them. I know not how long 
the delay will have to be. It may be 


years, it may even be generations; it 


must depend largely upon their owmr 
disposition and their own conduct. If 
they are resolved to exasperate the feeling 
of hatred which now exists between the 
loyal and disloyal parts of the population, 
if they are resolved to push this guerilla 
warfare, which can promise them no good, 
if they are resolved out of sheer hatred to 
push it to the bitter end they must be 
responsible for the inevitable result. 
They must delay the bestowal of those 


| precious privileges which the other self- 


thing that these people will be satisfied | 


with is in some way to restore to them 
that independence. 
lutely unchanged in that respect. We 
say that, without provocation on our part, 
they suddenly plunged us into war, and 
invaded her Majesty’s dominions, and 
when that had been done we found that 
they had been preparing for five years 
gigantic armaments to carry this design 
into effect. We, at all events, cannot 
allow that such a process shall ever be 
repeated. We must place them, at the 


end of the war, in such a position that. 


they never will be able to expose us 
either to the danger or to the terrible 
sacrifices we have had to go through 
during the past year. 
cannot give them their independence, is 
there anything else that will induce them 
to throw down their arms except the 
sheer impossibility of carrying the war 
further? There is no such offer that I 
ever heard of demanded from us or pro- 
posed by them. Our policy was made 
clear and declared again and again by 
Lord Roberts in the proclamations that 


Well, then, if we | 


Our policy is abso- | 


governing white colonies under her 
Majesty’s rule enjoy, and the longer they 
refuse to recognise the inevitable and to 
join with the other inhabitants in sub- 
mission to the authority of the British 
Crown, the longer the reign of force, 
more or less, must continue, and the 
longer the benefits of completely de- 
veloped freedom must be withheld. The 
noble Earl asked me for some statement 
of policy. That has been the statement 
of our policy all the year. We have no 
ground for changing it. The war must 
be carried through. We must not allow 
it to be felt that anyone, by the issue of 
an audacious and insolent ultimatum, can 
force the British Government to humble 
itself and to abandon the rights which, as 
representing the Queen, it exercises. We 
can never allow, and never have allowed, 
that anyshredof independence can beleft ; 
but, so long as we are secured in the 
future of conduct similar to that which 


|is observed by other colonies, nothing 


he made. It was impossible to put 
the matter into kinder or more’ 
benevolent phrases than he did. The 





will give us deeper satisfaction than to 
be able to welcome them among the 
number of the prosperous and contented 
bodies which for so long have formed 
the brightest jewel of Her Majesty’s 
crown. We are aware that we have 
no Government to deal with; but 
that does not seem to me to diminish 
the responsibility of those who are con- 
tinuing the war. On the contrary, it 


|ought to point out to them that any 
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chances of any benefit to themselves or 
others by the course they are pursuing is | 
absolutely exhausted and removed by the 

fact that they are serving under no Gov- | 
ernment whatever. The responsibility is | 

with them. All we have to do is what | 

we have done—to give our utmost efforts | 
so that the war may come to an end and | 
peace be restored in South Africa. The | 
noble Earl said something about China. 
He made a denunciation of distant expe- 
ditions in which my heart went entirely 
with him. I earnestly hope that no such 
expedition will be taken ; but, while I ex- 
press with the utmost fulness that feeling, 
I do not think I ean gratify the curiosity 
of the noble Lord by telling him the 
exact position in which the Chinese 
question stands, or the stage which the 
various problems we have to solve have 
reached. For instance, the noble Lord 
would not wish us to say what we 
imagine are the exact feelings of the 
Chinese Government, or what we think 
our duty with reference to those feelings 
may be. If we were alone against China 
I should dispute very much the wisdom of 
such a course, but when we have four or 
five allies the noble Earl will feel that his 
curiosity is not justified. I can 
only say that the Concert of Europe sub- 
sists, and the latest intelligence we have 
shows that it has assumed a very reason- 
able vitality. I am more doubtful of the 
time at which a satisfactory result will be 
obtained than of the fact that the Concert 
of Europe will be successful. I have very 
little doubt it will be successful. All we 
have to hope for is that we shall attain 
all the objects we have put forward, and 
that in doing so the Concert of Europe 
will remain as much a concert as it is 
now. I cannot offer the noble Earl any 
fuller explanation because not only should 
I be telling our own secrets, which I ought 
not to do, but I should also be 
telling other people’s, which is a 
more condemnable proceeding. I can 
only say in answer to the noble Earl's 
speech—with regard to which, so far as it 
concerns foreign affairs and does not 
concern dissolutions, I have.no complaint 
whatever to make—that our one duty now 
is to give all the assistance we can to the 
gallant men who are supporting the cause 

of England in the field, and to take care 
that nothing i is uttered within these walls 
which shall hinder their future and, we 
hope, their speedy success. When that 
success has been attained, and we have 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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expressed our feelings of honour and 
gratitude to those who have attained it, 
then it will be the business of the noble 
Earl and his friends to ask for information 
}and inquiry, and it certainly will not 
be from us that opposition will come, 


THE Ear or ROSEBERY : I have no 


wish to offer any observations on the 


| somewhat Delphic revelations we have 


heard from the Prime Minister. I am 
concerned more especially with the topic 
which he described as alien to our deli- 
berations, but which seems to me to 
concern this House as being a permanent 
body in Parliament, and therefore the 
guardian of our constitutional traditions 
in no small or light degree. When this 
House separated in the ‘month of August 
we had no information as to the intention 
of her Majesty’s Government to dissolve 
Parliament. Of that I naturally make 
no complaint whatever, but from that day 
to this we have had no explanation 
vouchsafed to us of the reasons which 
induced her Majesty’s Government to 
proceed to that grave act, to dissolve 
Parliament for the second time in five 
years, a Parliament, in this case, which 
had been loyal and unhesitatingly faithful 
to it, and to call upon the country for a 
new declaration of its opinion in support 
of this Government. The noble Marquess 
says that all the dissolutions in her 
Majesty’s reign have taken place at 
times inconvenient with regard to the 
register. I did not follow him closely 
there, but let me take that as a general 
declaration of his opinion. He seems to 
me to miss the whole point of the con- 
tention in making that declaration. Dis- 
solutions, as a rule, are matters scarcely 
of choice for the Government engaging in 
them. They are the result @ther of a 
hostile division or of the shrinking of the 
majority, or of those signals of ill-omen 
which are called by-elections, and which 
induce the Government once more to seek 
the advice and assistance of the country. 
In this case there were none of those fea- 
tures. The noble Marquess seems to think 
October the most ingenious month, which 
it is, in a sense, for the purposes of a dis- 
solution, because it is an agreeable month 
for travelling, and because the people 
who are then engaged in voting have 
been so long on the register that they 
have become thoroughly aequainted with 
their duties as voters. That seems to me 
a strange reason, when you might by 
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postponing the election for three weeks 
have had a new register in Scotland, and 
by postponing it for three months have 
enjoyed the advantages of new registra- 
tion in England. Surely the object of a 
Government that respects itself and trusts 
the country is not to go to the electorate 
without any cause being offered on a worn- 
out register in the month of October. The 
noble Marquess consoles my noble friends 
behind me by saying that if the army in 
South Africa had been able to return they 
would no doubt have registered their 
votes for the Government. One hears 
something of the correspondence of soldiers 
in South Africa, and I do not feel so per= 
fectly confident as the noble Marquess of 
their unanimity on that subject. 
have not been treated with such tender- 
ness and care, with such regard to their 
creature comforts, that when they return 
they are likely to cast a unanimous vote 
for Her Majesty’s Government. But let 
that pass. It is an incidental point on 
which I can offer no opinion. What I do 
offer an opinion upon is that this is a 
wholly unprecedented election, a wanton 
election, an election for which no cause 
or reason has ever been given or ever 
will, I believe, be given in this House 
or the other. We are told that peers 
have nothing to do with the election of 
the House of Commons; that they are 
not allowed to take part in the speech- 
making which unfortunately accompanies 
the election of candidates. 3e that 
so or not, I know it is a constitutional 
maxim, but I do not think it will stand 
much examination. When you come to 
think that peers preside at meetings for 
the selection of candidates, when you 
think that they carry the voters in their 
carriages to the poll, and when you find 
that they are not unsuspected of finding 
funds for the election expenses, and when 
you remember that the only rule which for- 
bids them in any way to interfere rhetori- 
cally in an election isa Sessional Order of 
the House of Commons which expires 
with the House of Commons that passes 
it, 1am given to be a little doubtful of 
the soundness of the constitutional maxim 
so comfortably laid down by the noble 
Marquess that peers have nothing to do 
with the election of Members of the House 
of Commons. Whether that be so or 
not, Ido hold that grave constitutional 
questions are specially pertinent to this 
House. This House, not being affected, 
owing to its fortunate or unfortunate 
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constitution, by the General Election, is 
intended by the Constitution to be the 
repository of the Constitution and the 
guardian of its honour and its interests. 
Therefore, I know of no rule, written or 
unwritten, which is to debar the House 


‘of Lords from considering either the 


methods by which the General Election 
was carried out or the way in 
which it was fought. As I say, we 
have had no intimation whatever 
of the reasons which influenced this 
General Election, but I say that the 
circumstances are wholly different from 
those which usually occur. The Govern- 
ment had no shrinkage of their majority. 
They lost twenty votes out of a majority 
of 150 in the course of five years. If 
that is not a rose-leaf diminution of a 
majority I do not know what is. Then we 
were told in the usually not uninspired 
organs of public opinion that the dissolu- 
tion was to take place when the war was 
over. Well, it is impossible to argue 
that the dissolution took place when the 
war was over. In the next place we 
were told that the dissolution was to en- 
courage the Government in the prosecu- 
tion of the war, and to put an end to all 
the lurking opposition that there might 
be to it in Parliament. Now that again 
is an obviously futile reason. Many 
faults are found with the conduct of the 
Opposition in the House cf Commons, 
but it has never been fairly charged with 
thwarting the Government in the conduct 
of the war, with hesitation in the granting of 
supplies, or with any of the acts with which 
the Opposition in the time of Pitt were, 
in my opinion, not unfairly charged. The 
last division of the slightest importance 
in the House of Commons before the dis- 
solution was one of a somewhat remark- 
able character. It was a division for 
the reduction of a Minister's salary, 
which is, in effect, meant to 
be a vote of censure on that Minister. In 
this case it was the Colonial Minister, 
who was attacked as being the supposed 
author of the policy of the Government 
in South Africa. On that occasion the 
Opposition, the meagre Opposition, was 
still further divided into three parts. Of 


these, the larger part voted for the 
Government. The next larger part 
walked out with the leader of the 


Opposition rather than vote against the 
Government, and the third, some thirty 
‘votes in 
Government. 


number, voted against the 
Now, no one will tell me 
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across this table or anywhere else that 
the Government dissolved Parliament 
as against these thirty votes in the other 
House. But again we are told that that 
was not the real object of the dissolution, 
that the real object of the dissolution was 
to show the Boers that this country is a 
united country, that this Parliament is a 
united Parliament, that the nation is 
behind the Government in the prosecu- 
tion of the war, and that they have no 
hopes to rest on faction or party dissen- 
tion in these islands. That again is an 
obviously untrue reason for the dissolu- 
tion. And I will tell you why it is 
untrue. If the dissolution had meant 
that, the general election would have been 
conducted by the Government on very 
different lines and by very different 
methods. The object of the Government, 
according to this hypothesis, would have 
been to prove that, whatever our domestic 
differences might be, at any rate there 
was one cause on which opinion was, as it 
really was, unanimous, and that was the 
prosecution of this war. What did the 
Government do? [am not at liberty to 
go tothe other House as we have been 
recommended to do, and explain my 
views there. If the noble Marquess will 


gain me access to that assembly I will go. 


there, but until I can do so, I protest 
against his asking us to appeal from this 
House to the other on the question. 
What was the way in which her Majesty’s 
Government, by their only authorised 
representatives and mouth-pieces, con- 
ducted the election? They conducted it 
on the footing that every man who voted 
for the Opposition was a friend of the 
Boers and an enemy and traitor to his 
country. You may disclaim those 
methods in this easy House on these red 
benches, but you know well, everybody 
who reads the newspapers knows, that 
they were utilised in every town and 
hamlet in this country. For the credit of 
this country and for the credit of party 
government in this country, these methods 
should not be forgotten even in this heredi- 
tary House. I will quote two or three 
instances of what I mean. One wasa 
placard which I copied in the Royal burgh 
of South Queensferry, with which your 
lordships may perhaps be unacquainted, 
but which is part of the constituency of 
my right hon. friend the leader of the 
Opposition in the other House. I took 
the liberty of copying the placard at the 


time, because I knew that if I did not, I , 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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| should be charged to produce my authority. 
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The placard was couch: d in this way :— 
“Electors, every seat lost for the Govern- 
ment is a seat sold to the Boers!” Then 
came the name of its reputed author, 
Mr Chamberlain. Next occurred these 
words—indigenous, I trust, to South 
Queensferry, although I fear they were 
much more widely spread :—“ Vote for 
the Government candidate and wrest the 
seat from the Boers.” know you will 
say there is an error in that historic 
sentence, and that it should be “given” 
to the Boers and not “sold” tothe Boers, 
I am not concerned about the difference, 
but I will point out that the date on 
which I copied this placard was October 
23, long after the general election was 
over, and therefore, whatever benefit 
might have accrued to Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman from the contradiction was 
long lost before that time had expired. 
But I do not very much care whether the 
word was “sold” or “given.” For my 
part I prefer “sold to the Boers,” be- 
cause the words carry their own con- 
tradiction with them to all who know the 
traditions of Parliamentary public life in 
this country. “Given ” is another thing. 
Ignorant electors may have been per- 
suaded, and many no aoubt were per- 
suaded, by these placards, that votes 
given to the Liberal party were votes 
given to the Boers. As far as I can 
recollect, 1,400,000 out of 3,000,000 votes 
were recorded for the Liberal party, and 
if it was transmitted to South Africa on 
the highest authority, that these 
1,400,000 votes were given to the Boers, 
it is impossible to exaggerate the en- 
couragement which the words could have 
given to our enemies. but it was not 
only an obscure candidate in South 
Queensferry—whose name I absolutely 
forget—who employed these methods, but 
the President of the Board of Trade 
issued an historical placard in his con- 
stituency in which he said in the largest 
letters :—‘‘ Remember that to vote fora 
Liberal is to give a vote to the Boers.” 
That right hon. Gentleman has since been 
admitted to the Cabinet, as I presume, 
an approval of his election methods ; but, 
whether you approve of them or not, you 
profited by them, and it is too late now 
to bid one go to the other House and 
address them, I presume from the 
Strangers’ Gallery, as to the malpractices 
of the dissolution. ‘There is a worse case 
than that—a much worse case. A gentle 
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man, a Canadian by birth, and therefore | result. Then came the second result, 
an Imperialist by birth, settled in this) which was a somewhat curious one. The 
country, and he was what is called a instant that the election was over those 
Liberal Imperialist—that is to say, he | who had been most urgent in building up 
united the strongest Imperial views with a great majority for Her Majesty’s 
Liberal doctrines in domestic concerns. Government and in succeeding beyond, 
He stood for the Newmarket Division of | I should think, their utmost expectations, 
Cambridgeshire. Both he and his oppo- | at once began to denounce the weakness 
nent were absent in South Africa at the of the Opposition. After pulverising the 
time of the election. Mr. Rose, the Opposition they at once said, ‘“ Why are 
candidate of whom I speak, not only these wretched people so weak?” It is 
held Imperialist opinions, but he has a matter with which I have nothing to 
given pledges of his devotion to the do, but it seems a little inconsistent that 
Empire. He had three sons. Before a party enjoying this dominance of power, 
this election took place he lost two of | after knocking the Opposition throughout 
them in South Africa fighting against | the country and defeating it by every 
the Boers. On the day he received the means in their power, should complain 
announcement of the second death his| of its weakness. There is a want of 
third son set out for South Africa, and logic here, which does not, however, 
he is at this moment fighting against the materially affect the situation. The third 
joers. That was a tragic Imperialist, , result is more remarkable still. We 
indeed! I suppose he was not a sham | were told throughout the election that 
Imperialist ? and yet in the Newmarket the one thing we were bound to do at 
Division the agent of his opponent— all cost was to vote for the only Govern- 
because his opponent, who is as honour-| ment which could suit this country and 
able a man as himself, was happily which had the confidence of the country 
absent — did not scruple to put up —naturally, Her Majesty’s Government, 
placards all over the constituency repre- and we were told as a reason for voting 
senting Mr. Rose as helping Mr. Kruger | in their favour that they were indispens- 
to pull down the British flag in South | able in the first place, and that there was 
Africa, with remarks perhaps too scur- | no alternative Government possible. The 
rious to mention. Surely methods of | moment that the election was over we 
this kind were not calculated to assure | were told that the one absolute condition 
the Boers that they had practically no | of the continued existence of confiderce 
supporters in this country? Surely a/ in the Government was that it should be 
message such as that which described reconstructed from top to bottom; and 
the Ministry as constantly stigmatising | after that we were told there was an 
and flouting their opponents as traitors | alternative Government, and it was in the 
to their country, as sympathisers with | pocket of the Prime Minister. I do not 
the enemy in the field, conveyed | know whether any of the electors who 
more encouragement to that enemy in| voted for the one perfect Government 
the field than any other news that felt that they had been at all hocussed 
could be sent tothem. There isa Nemesis | or deceived when they found that the 
that attends methods of this kind, and I| Government was imperfect and required 
venture to think that the time will come | total reconstruction. Of that I know 
when the party in power will look back | nothing, nor do I know, nor do I inquire 
with compunction and with bitter regret | into, the secret process by which that 
to the incidents which I have recalled in | reconstruction was carried out. The 
connection with the election. I pass from | | result of course is that, while Government 
that matter to the results of the General | | is a matter of public importance, the 
Election. There were three as far as I means by which its reconstruction was 
know. In the first place they gave an | carried out is a matter which concerns 
additional majority of four votes to the | ‘only the Government and the gentlemen 
Government. It hardly seems worth this | affected. We have, indeed, one ery of 
derogation from the ordinary methods of | anguish from Lincolnshire which repre- 
honour, it hardly seems worth this vast | sents some of the methods, at any rate, 
expenditure of oratory, labour, and money | which were employed to reconstruct the 
to bring about this result, even at the | Government ; and in spite of the arduous 
price of stigmatising the Opposition as | exertions of my right hon. friend in the 
traitors. That was, however, the net | course of the election—and I think he 








{LORDS} 


has played a very capable part in the! of any single human being adequately 
administration of the Government—he |to fill, have become dissociated 
was told that his services were no longer | and while one has been handed over to 
wanted, and that employment for him | the noble Marquess the late Secretary for 
must be found elsewhere. In spite of | War, the noble Marquess himself has once 
that cry of anguish we have had no | more resumed the headship of the Govern- 
illumination thrown on the process which | ment, and has restored the ancient and 
was used in the course of reconstruction. | traditional oftice of Prime Minister. Now 
Nor do we know at all whether the change | he has, in doing so, taken the Privy Seal, 
has been for the better. That time only | and of course we know that the Privy 
will develop. Some gentlemen of less | Seal has in old times been held by a 
advanced age than some other gentlemen | Prime Minister, Lord Chatham. It was 
have come into the Government, and some | in times when there was a large salary 
gentlemen have left the Government ;/attached to the post, and some valid 
and I trust that what is the loss to the | official duties, which interfered most 
Government will be our gain as a branch | seriously with the course of Lord Chat- 
of the Legislature, and that we shall be | ham’s retirement when he was Prime 
able before long to welcome some of them | Minister. But all that has been long 
to this House. That, as far as we are con- | changed ; and about sixteen years ago all] 
cerned, is all we have to say. There isj duties and all salary were so effectually 
one other point of some interest. We] removed from the Privy Seal that when 
are enabled to congratulate the noble|I subsequently had the honour to hold 
Marquess on being the head of a family | that office I found there was no apart- 
with the most remarkable genius for | ment attached to it, no private secretary, 
administration that has ever been known. | no messenger, no stafi, no duties, and 
I remember it was said in the history of | (not the least important), no salary. [I 
the Jews that it was the practice of that | hope the noble Marquess is going to 
nation to confine the priesthood to a | develop that office somehow, and that we 
single family ; and I am not acall sure| shall have from some Minister some 
that this great backward stride towards | assurance that arrangements are going 
the traditional methods of that ancient | to be made that he may fill a responsible 
civilisation is altogether welcomed by | office with the dignity appertaining to 
some of the aspirants to office in her|the post of Prime Minister, that his 
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Majesty’s present Administration. But 
there is a solace for every consideration. 
We have often felt in the festive season 
which is rapidly approaching that some 
danger may accrue to the country from 
the fact that some Ministers may be so 
much scattered that there would be no 
centre of administrative power in which 
we could feel that our interests are safe. 
But when the festive circle assembles 
around the noble Marquess at Christmas 
we shall feel, not, indeed, that the whole 
Cabinet is there— because I do not believe 
that even the palatial accommodation of 
Hatfield House could receive the whole of 
the Cabinet at one time ; but there is an 
ample section of it, the inner section, 
assembled round the noble Marquess’s 
family table, and that our interests and 
our future are safe. The real point of 
the reconstruction of this Cabinet which 
we all feel deep interest in is that 
the two great offices which were com- 
bined in the person of the noble 
Marquess, and either of which in the 
present condition of the British Empire I 
believe it to be almost beyond the power 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


| wandering feet may be found at rest 
somewhere, at any rate in a room—that 
some obscure apartment may be found in 
|the official buildings, and that some 
adequate clerical and secretarial assistance 
| may be furnished him out of the public 
\funds. Whether that be so or not, I 
| think it was a mistake to deprive the 








| Privy Seal of his salary. It is a 
| great mistake to think that it is 
jan absolute necessity to thain all 


| Ministers with high and heavy admini- 
strative office, because in that way 
you have no Ministers left to consider 
the great problems which lie before the 
Government. That work is as hard 
| work as some of the administrative work, 
which absorbs too much of the time of 
our Ministers. But, whether that be so 
or not, I rejoice that the office of Prime 
Minister has been once more restored. I 
think we have felt the want very greatly. 
I believe that there are matters affecting 
the Administration which require the 
attention, the vigilant attention, of the 
Prime Minister without further delay. 
There is one delicate subject connected 
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with the Government with which the 
last Government has had some trouble, 


and with which the Government before | 


it had some trouble—I mean the financial 
relations of the Ministry. Now, there is 
no more odious subject for anyone to 
enter upon than that. 


shares held by himself and by some of 
his family, and in regard to contracts, 
and so forth. 
into any question of that kind. I have 
not studied the subject. I know nothing 
about it. It will be threshed out very 
properly, I have no doubt, in the House 


of Commons, where these matters are | 


properly threshed out; but I will say 
that these charges, groundless as I am 
convinced they are, coming into connec- 
tion with other circumstances, create a 


feeling that there has been a want of | 
supervision on the part of the head of | 


the Government as regards that instine- 
tive, generous, and honourable delicacy 
which should actuate all Ministers in rela- 
tion to their private affairs. I cannot tell 
you how I detest touching this subject. 
lf there were anyone else to do so I 
should sit down and ask him to continue 
it, but I hold it to be a matter of public 
duty. 


directorships, whatever they might be, in 


order that no disagreeable incident affect- | 


ing those Ministers should be allowed to 
cloud the course of administration. And 
yet, in spite of that restriction which we 
laid down—to the considerable loss of 
some of our members—we did not alto- 
gether escape the disagreeable incidents 
to which I have referred. Now, my 
Lords, in the course of this Government 
there has obviously been no such condition 
laid down. I think it a most deplorable 
mistake. There is one right hon. Gentle- 
man of great ability, nearly connected 
with the Prime Minister, who has gone 
to the Board of Trade—a Department 
which is specially connected with com- 
panies of every kind. He is, I think, a 
director of several companies, and he 
would, I think, be well advised if he dis- 
connected himself from those companies. 
Tassure you that I am not speaking this 
ina party sense at all. I am much more 


the representative of the man in the 
street in saying this than the noble Mar- 
quess, who has no intercourse with him, 
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Of course we | 
know that attacks have been made on | 
the Colonial Minister in connection with | 


I do not mean to enter | 


In the last Government we made | 
it @ primary condition that all Ministers | 
should disconnect themselves with all | 
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| perhaps imagines. It is always a source 
| of possible weakness, and it cannot be a 
source of any strength. It isthe bounden 
duty, as I hold, of every Minister to dis- 
connect himself with any partnership in 
any company which may in any degree 
conflict with his duty as a Minister. He 
cannot perform his duty as a director if 
he performs his duty as a Minister. In 
|exchange for the high and honourable 
| position of one of the Queen's servants, 
the public demands that he should give 
his whole and undivided attention to his 
office ; and it seems tome that there is no 
practical difficulty in the matter. Let Minis- 
_ters sever themselves from their director- 
ships. For, if this Government should 
ever come to an end, I have no doubt the 
companies in which Ministers have been 
| directors will only too gladly receive them 
back again. But, in the meantime, [ urge 
most strongly that it is a source of pos- 
sible weakness and discredit to the 
Government, and that it is a precedent 
of incalculable danger to future political 
life in this country. There is one other 
case to which I must allude, and it is 
this. Of all the changes which have been 
made in the Government none has given 
'me so much pleasure as that by which a 
young and noble Lord opposite has become 
an Under Secretary. I think that his career 
has been most creditable, and I regard him 
as the most promising Member for his age 
|in this House. But he has of late been 
connected with the Stock Exchange. 
| Now, for my part, I feel confident that 
'he has severed that connection before 
| becoming a member of her Majesty’s 
| Government. Not that, even if he re- 
| mained a member of a Stock Exchange 
| firm, I have the slightest apprehension 
| that any evil would accrue. He is a man 
| of as undoubted purity and honour as any 
| man in either House. But I say that the 
| connection once established between the 
Government and the Stock Exchange— 
honourable employment as the Stock 
Exchange is—is a precedent full of peril 
to the interests of the country. There 
has been no such connection since the 
time when Lord North was in power, and 
when he stimulated and rewarded the un- 
flagging energies of his party by issuing 
loans to them at a low rate, allowing 
them the difference between the low rate 
and the rate of issue to the public. I ven- 
ture to say that, though these instances are 
innocent, and for the moment free from 
objection with regard to the individuals. 


} 
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to whom I have referred, yet they are of | that rule has generally been treated, 


the very greatest danger to the political 
life of our country. 


are most proud of? It is not the things 


What is it that we | 


in which we are equalled by other nations | 


-intrepidity, valour, and ability—but 
that in which we have boasted by long 
tradition we are superior to other 
countries. It is the unattackable purity 
of our public men. I do not doubt that 


| 


they are as pure now as ever they were ; | 


but the wife of Cwsar must be above | 
There must be no possibility | 


suspicion. 
that, at a time when the enemies of the 
Government urge that the war has been 
undertaken in the interest of capitalists— 
a charge, in my opinion, as ridiculous as 
it is groundless—it is not at a time when 
people make charges of this kind that 


and perhaps may be advantageously 
treated, with a considerable degree of 
latitude. It is perfectly true that most 
of us take some part, previous to an 
election, and up to within a very short 
time of its taking place, in many of the 
arrangements connected with the election. 
I believe that there is no rule of this 
House or of the other House to prevent a 
peer from taking a direct part in the pre- 
parations for an election. Most of us, for 
instance, made speeches up to the date of 
the issue of the writs; and my noble 
friend himself took a certain part in the 
election. I am not disposed to blame the 


| part which he took; but I do not know 


there should be any opportunity for | 


these slanderers in the gates to rest 
on any foundation, however slight, and 
to say, “What can you expect from a 


to repeat the experiment. 


Goverment which is connected in any | 


way with companies or firms on the 
Stock Exchange?” Therefore it is that 
I have undertaken this eminently dis- 
tasteful duty to-night, in a spirit which I 
hope is free from any personal feeling, 
and I hope that your Lordships will 
appreciate my motives for doing so. 
For in the whole ranges of subjects which 
I have treated—in the dissolution, the 
methods of the dissolution, and the 
connection of the Ministry with com- 
mercial life—I have had at heart the 
truest sense of the public interest, the 
truest love of my country, and the 
greatest and most vigilant anxiety that 
no precedent should be heedlessly set by 
the present Government which may in 
any way hinder or impair their usefulness 
or taint the future sources of public life 
in this country. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE) 


‘COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, | will not attempt to follow at 
any length my noble friend through the 
rather numerous subjects on which he has 
addressed the House. Most of them do 
not appear to me to be very directly 
suggested by the Speech from the Throne, 
or by the motion for an Address, and we 
could hardly have expected that the noble 
Earl would have taken this opportunity 
to bring them forward. As to his 
observations on the interference of peers 
in elections, 1am not disposed to differ 
from my noble friend in the opinion that 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





that the result of the interference of my 
noble friend in the election at Newcastle 
is one which is likely to encourage him 
As to my 
noble friend’s observation on the date of 
the dissolution, I have had some difficulty 
in following the exact point which he 
wishes to bring before the House. He 
said that the circumstances are unpre- 
cedented ; but he scarcely explained in 
what manner they are unprecedented. 
The last Parliament had sat for five years, 
My noble friend has not said whether, in 
his opinion, it would have been to the 
public advantage for the late Parliament 
to sit for another session. It has gene- 
rally been found that in the concluding 
session the other House is not so much 
disposed to attend to the work before it 
as during the earlier period of its exist- 
ence. If the late Parliament had sat for 
another session that would inevitably 
have been its last session; and it is a 
question whether it would have been 
likely to devote itself to public business 
without considerable hindrances and diffi- 
culties which do not occur in the earlier 
periods of a Parliament. I am not laying 
down the rule that in no circumstances 
should a Parliament sit for six sessions. 
It is obviously for the Government to 
form its opinion as to whether it would 
be to the advantage of the country ; and 
it is certain that the life of the late 
Parliament does not compare unfavour- 
ably with the average duration of other 
Parliaments in recent years. My noble 
friend’s sole point, as far as I understand’ 
it, was that the dissolution was not taken 
several months later. | think I can point 
out that there would have been a consider- 
able objection to that course. If Parlia- 
ment had been dissolved in January or 
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February instead of in October, the result 
might conceivably have been the defeat 
of the present Government, and the access 
to power of another ; and the new Govern- 
ment would have had to meet Parliament 
immediately, without having any time 
whatever to consider the measures which 
they ought to bring forward. Therefore, 
from the constitutional point of view, it 
was much more convenient that the 
dissolution should take place in October. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY : Does the 
noble Duke suggest that if the dissolution 
had not been taken in October the Govern- 
ment would have been defeated 2 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: It is 
impossible to say what Government 
would have been returned. It is quite 
conceivable in either case that a change of 


Government might have been brought | 


about. There is another reason why, the 
Government having resolved not to ask 
Parliament to go through another Session, 
the election should take place in October 


rather than in January. Noone conceives | 


that a prolongation of the period which pre- 
cedes a general election affords any great 
benefit to the country. It 1s probably 


not to the advantage of the public that | 
When | 
the time comes that a dissolution should | 


the contests should be prolonged. 


take place it is convenient, I apprehend, 
to every one concerned, and I think to 
the advantage of the country as a whole, 
that the electoral period should be as 
short as possible, and that the country 


should be able to give its decision without | 


unnecessary delay and without raising all 


those personal and party questions which | 
certainly are not of any very great | 


advantage. I think, therefore, if the 
first point is granted, we were justified in 
taking the verdict as soon as possible. 
My Lords, I am not going to follow my 
noble friend into his criticism of the 
speeches made during the election. 


be made in the presence of those against 
whom they are directed, and who are in 
a position to answer them. My noble 
friend then entered upon some criticisms | 
as to the composition of the Government. 
I scarcely think that the changes which 
have taken place amount to what he calls 
“the reconstruction ” of the Government. | 
Ido not know whether my noble friend | 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


VOL, LXXXVIII. 
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The | 
noble Earl opposite (the Earl of Kimber- | 
ley) has stated that if any such criticisms | 
are to be made, it is fit that they should | 
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{ wishes to lay down the principle that no 
changes are ever to be made, that if 
the country has given an expression 
of its confidence in a_ certain 
Administration it follows from that 
that no changes whatever are to be 
made in the personnel of that Administra- 
tion. I cannot accept my noble friend as 
an entirely competent critic on the 
reconstruction of the Government. I 
think when my noble friend has recon- 
structed the Opposition he may be a 
better judge as to the reconstruction cf 
the Government. My noble friend re- 
ferred to the question of financial rela- 
tions of members of the Government with 
companies. ‘That is a question of some 
difficulty, and also, no doubt, of very 
great importance, but it is one which 
none of us anticipated would have been 
‘raised without notice. I may say that 
it is a matter which requires very great 
' consideration, and that it was considered 
by the present Government and by the late 
Government. It is perfectly true that 
we arrived at a different decision from 
the late Government. It is a question 
that is surrounded by difficulties. In my 
/own case—and | am, perhaps, one of the 
principal offenders—I may say I should 
have found it almost as difficult a measure 
to surrender my ccnnection with certain 
companies of which I am a director 
as I should have found it to abandon any 
part in the management of my estates 
generally. It would have been a question 
of some difficulty to me whether, if such 
ia rule had been made, it would 
have been possible for me to have 
accepted the oftice which I have the 
honour to hold. I do not say that 
the country would have been a great 
loser if I had taken that course. I only 
mention it to show that this is a question 
surrounded with very considerable diffi- 
culties. As to the reference made by my 
noble friend to a recent appointment of 
an Under-Secretary in this House, I am 
authorised by my noble friend to say that, 
before accepting that office, he made 
arrangements by which his connection 
with the firm will terminate at the end of 
this year. I know, as I have said, the 
subject is a very ditticult one, and I did 
not anticipate that J should have been 
called upon to address your lordships’ 
House. I have referred to some of the 





subjects brought forward by my noble 


friend, but I do not think it necessary 
to detain your Lordships further. 
E 








oo 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : 
the noble Duke challenged the statement 
of the noble Earl below the gangway that 
the dissolution was unprecedented. | 
think I shall be able to show that the 
noble Earl was justified in that statement. 
There have been only two instances since 
the Reform Act of 1852 of elections in 
October, and in each of those cases a 
special hastening of the register has taken 
place in order that the election might be 
held on the new, and not the old register. 
That, I think, also disposes of the noble 
Marquess’s argument that October is a 
specially suitable month for a general 
election. October is nearly as late a 
period as elections can take place on the 
old register, and in Scotland it is the last 
month. In order to be able to vote in 
October, 1200, it would be necessary for 
the elector to have held the property in 
respect of which he was going to vote as 
far back as July, 1898. That seems to 
me a very unsatisfactory condition of 
affairs. The noble Marquess said that it 
is part of the policy of Parliament that an 
elector should long have been connected 
with his locality in order that he may 
know the wishes of the locality, and 
therefore be able to give his vote with 
knowledge. If the noble Marquess will 


apply his own rule to the out-voters | 


throughout the country, then that great 
body would lose their votes altogether, 
because they had not that local habitation 
which would entitle them to claim to 
know the wishes of the locality. The 
noble Duke said, practically, that it was 
out of consideration for us that the elec- 
tion was fixed in October, in order to save 
a Liberal Government, if it came into 
power, the danger of having to consider 
matters with which it was little ac- 
quainted. It does seem to me that it 
would have been a more proper course to 
have postponed the Genera! Election until 
after the war had been concluded and 
terms of settlement proposed. The 
speech of the noble Marquess will be 
received with great regret, not only 
among Liberals, but among many con- 
nected with the party of which he is the 
head, when they find that the noble Mar- 
quess was not prepared to make some 
statement as to the conditions which 
might be imposed upon the two Republics 
which have now been annexed. There 





will also be no little disappointment at the 
absence of a statement as to the cireum- 
stances under which farm burnings have 
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My Lords, | 


‘grave incidents have occurred. 
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taken place. I admit that they must in 
certain cases have been necessary, but I 
do think that we ought to have been 
informed as to the principle laid down by 
the Government under which these very 
I think 
we were entitled to an assurance that only 
under the most grave necessity have such 
operations been undertaken. 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: As it 
is desirable to be absolutely accurate in 
the matter, I ought to add to the state- 
ment I made just now. What I was 
authorised to say by my noble friend the 
Under-Secretary for India was that at the 
end of the year he would cease to be an 
active partner of the firm. 


On Question, agreed to; Address 
ordered to be presented to Her Majesty 
by the Lords with White Staves. 


HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS THE DUKE OF 
SAXE-COBURG AND GOTHA. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had (after the close of the 
last Session of Parliament) received a 
letter from Her Royal and Imperial 
Highness, Marie, Duchess of Saxe-Coburg 
and Gotha, Duchess of Edinburgh, con- 
taining an Answer to the Message of 
Condolence of this House of the 2nd of 
August last. 


The said letter was read as follows, 


viz. :— 

“T deeply appreciate the resolution passed 
by the House of Lords expressing sympathy 
with me in the irreparable loss [ have sus- 
tained by the death of my beloved husband, 
and I hasten to return my most sincere and 
heartfelt thanks.” 


; ’ 
Ordered, that the said letter be entered 
on the Journals. 


COMMITTEES. 


The Earl of MorLEY appointed, nemine 
dissentiente, to take the Chair in all Com- 


mittees of this House for this Session. 
Committee for Privileges appointed. 
Committee for the Journals appointed. 
Stoppages in the Streets, Order to 

prevent, renewed. 


Appeal Committee appointed. 









55 
PA 





bee 
Ho 
sen 
to 
to 

rua 














yas 
he 
he 
an 


ess 
sty 


the 
the 
La 
rial 
rg 
‘on- 

of 

Oi 


WS, 


ssed 
thy 
sus- 
and, 
and 


red 


nine 
om- 


: 
ced. 


to 








55 Africa. 
PARLIAMENTARY 

The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following papers having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by Her Majesty had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the } -arliaments, pursuant 
to Order of the House of the 17th Feb- 
ruary, 1896, namely— 


INDIA. 

(Statistical Abstract.) Statistical Ab- 
stract relating to British India from 
1889-90 to 1898-99.  Thirty-fourth 
Number. (10th August.) 

(Trade.) Review of the Trade of India 
in 1899-1900. (12th September.) 

(Sanitary Measures.) 
tary Measures in 
{1st November.) 


Report on Sani- 
India in 1898-99, 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND) ACT. 
Forty-second Annual Report of the 
General Board of Commissioners in 


Lunacy for Scotland. (11th August.) 
TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series; Diplomatie and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance— 
No. 2504. Switzerland (Swiss Trade in 
Textiles, 1898) 
No. 2505. Russia (Riga). 


No. 2506. United States (San Fran- 
cisco). 

No. 2507. Portugal (Trade of Northern 
Portugal). 

No. 2508. Portugal (District of Inham- 
bane). 


No. 2509. Egypt (Port Said and Suez). 

No. 2510. United States (Oregon, ete.) 
(15th August.) 

No. 2511. Corea. 

No. 2512. China (Canton). 

No. 2513. France (Madagascar). 

No. 2514. Dutch and French Guiana. 
(18th August.) 

No. 2515. Belgium (Trade, Finances, 
etc., for the year 1899), (21st August.) 

No. 2516. Germany (Dantzig, Konis- 
berg, and Memel). 

No. 2517. Portugal (Madeira). 

No. 2518. Siam (Chiengmai). 

No. 2519. Italy (Rome). (25th 
August.) 

No, 2520. Trade of Zanzibar for 1899. 
(29th August.) 

No. 2521. Austria-Hungary (Fiume). 


No, 2522. Russia (Odessa). 
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No. 2523. Germany. 

No. 2524. Italy (South Italy—Supple- 
mentary). 

No, 2525. Japan (North Formosa). 


(15th September.) 
No. 2526. Argentine Republic (Fi- 


nances for the years 1899-1900). (18th 
September.) 

No. 2527. Mexico. 

No. 2528. Siam (Bangkok). (22nd 
September.) 

No. 2529. Italy (Trade of Sicily for 
1899). 


No. 2530. Denmark 
for the years 1897-99). 

No. 2531. Abyssinia (Adis Abbaba and 
Harrar). 

No, 2532. Germany (Wirtemberg). 

No, 2533. Persia (Khorassan). 

No. 2534. Russia (Agriculture in the 
Transcaucasus (2nd November). 

No. 2535. Russia (Consular District of 
St. Petersburg). 

No. 2536. Africa (Hast Africa Protec- 
torate). 

No. 2537. 
November.) 

No. 2538. Uruguay (Trade for 1899 
and part of 1900). (22nd November.) 

No. 2539. Mexico (Trade of Vera Cruz 
for the years 1898-99 and part of 1900). 
(28th November.) 


(Trade of Iceland 


Dominica Republic. (10th 


MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 
Reports on Subjects of General and 
Commercial Interest :— 
No. 535. Kast 


Germany (German 


Africa). (18th August.) 

No. 536. German (Extension of German 
Subsidised Mail Steamers to South 
Africa). 


No. 537. United States (Cattle Trade 
in Kansas). (30th August.) 

No. 538. Spain (Mining Interest in the 
Province of Galicia). 

No. 539. Japan (Agriculture and Horse 
and Cattle Breeding in Kagoshima 
Prefecture). (2nd November.) 

No. 540. Germany (Carbide of Calcium 
and Acetylene Gas). 

No. 541. United States (Mining and 
Metallurgical Industry in Butte District, 
Montan: 1), (20th November.) 

No. 542. British Trade with Switzer- 
land for the year 1899. (22nd Novem- 
ber.) 

AFRICA. 

No. 7. (1900)—Report by the Mom- 

basa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway Com- 
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mittee on the Progress of the Works, | 
1899-1900. [With a Map and Section.] | 
(15th August.) 

No. 8 (1900)—Maps illustrative of 
the Preliminary Report by Her Majesty’s | 
Special Commissioner on the Protectorate | 
of Uganda. [See Africa, No. 6, 1900.] 
(2nd November.) 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Judicial Rents: Return for January, 
1900. (17th August.) | 

Proceedings: Return for March, 1900. 

Proceedings: Return for April, 1900. | 
(1st September.) 

Judicial Rents: Return for February, 
1900. (10th September. ) 

Proceedings: Return for May, 1900. 
(18th September.) | 

Proceedings: Return for June, 1900. | 
(24th September.) 

Proceedings: Return for July, 1900. 

P-oceedings: Return for August, 1900. 
(7th November.) 

Jadicial Rents: Return for March, | 
1900. (17th November.) 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Correspondence relating to recent 
political situation in South Africa. 


(22nd August.) 


TREATY SERIES. 

No. 17. (1900). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and the United | 
States of America relative to the disposal | 
of real and personal property ; signed at 
Washington, 2nd March, 1899.  [Ratifi- 
cations exchanged at Washington, 28th 
July, 1900.] 

No. 18. (1900). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France for the 
establishment of a Parcel Post Service | 
between France and the British Colonies | 
of Ceylon, Hong Kong, and the Straits | 
Settlements ; signed at Paris, 4th April, | 
1900. [Ratifications exchanged at Paris, | 
27th July, 1900]. (25th August.) 

No. 19. (1900). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and the Republic of | 
Costa Rica for the reciprocal protection | 
of trade marks, etc. ; signed at Guate- | 
mala, 5th March, 1898.  [Ratifications 
exchanged at London, 29th September, 


1900. ] 


No. 20. (1900). Additional Conven- | 
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| British subjects in Siam ; 
| ber, 1900. 
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between France and Mauritius ; signed at 
Paris, 16th May, 1900. [ Ratifications 
exchanged at Paris, 27th July, 1900. ] 
(2nd November.) 

No. 21. (1900). Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and Siam relative 
to taxation on land held or owned by 
20th Septem- 
(13th November.) 


WEST INDIES. 
Correspondence relating to the hurri- 
canes on 7th August and sth September, 
1899, and the relief of distress caused 
thereby. (28th August.) 
Further papers relating to cost of local 


| excise restrictions on the production of 


spirits. (7th November.) 

COLONIES (ANNUAL) REPORTS. 1899. 
No. 294. Barbados. (29th August.) 
No. 295. Malta. (5th September.) 
No. 296. Fiji. (15th September.) 
No. 297. Turks and Caicos Islands. 

(1st November.) 

No. 298. Bahamas. (lst November.) 

No. 299. Sierra Leone. (1st Novem- 
ber.) 

No. 300. Gambia, (lst November.) 

No. 301. Seychelles. (1st November.) 

No, 302. Mauritius and Rodriguez. 
(1st November.) 


No. 303. Trinidad and Tobago. (2nd 
November.) - 
No. 304. Straits Settlements. (8th 


November.) 


No. 305. Gibraltar. (16th Novem- 
ber.) 

No. 306. Gold Coast. (27th Novem- 
ber.) 


No. 307. Ceylon. (1st December.) 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS) 
REPORTS. 

No. 14. Bahamas.—Notes on the plant- 
ing of the Pita Plant (Agave Sisalana) 
and the extraction and preparation of the 
fibre. (1st Novethber.) 


EXPLOSIVES. 

(Explosion at Blackbeck Gunpowder 
Factory.)—Report to the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by Cap- 
tain M. B. Lloyd, Her Majesty’s Inspee- 
tor of Explosives, on the circumstances 


tion, supplementary to the Convention of | attending the destruction by explosion of 


7th September, 1888, respecting the ex- | 
post | of Messrs. F. C. Dickson and Co., at 


change of parcels by parcel 


a press house at the gunpowder factory 
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Blackbeck, Haverthwaite, Lancashire, on | 


the 26th May, 1900. (29th August.) 

(Fire at Fuze Works at Camborne.)— 
Report to the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department by Major A. Cooper- 
Key, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explo- 
sives, on the circumstances attending a 
fire at the fuze works of Messrs. Wm. 
Bennett, Sons, and Company, at Cam- 
borne, on the 2nd July, 1900. (Septem- 
ber 6.) 

(Explosion of Picrie Acid at Hudders- 
field.) —Report to the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department by Captain J. 
H. Thomson, Her Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending an explosion of picric 
acid at the factory of Messrs. Read, Hol- 
liday and Sons, Limited, at Huddersfield, 
on 30th May, 1900. (September 11.) 

(Explosions at Eley’s Ammunition Fac- 
tory at Edmonton).—Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
by Major A. Cooper-Key, Her Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending two explosions which 
occurred at the ammunition factory of 
Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, at 
Edmonton, on the 24th July, 1900. 
(November 10). 

(Explosion at Eley’s Factory at Gray’s 
Inn Road.)—Report to the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by 
Captain J. H. Thomson, Her Majesty's 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the cir- 
cumstances attending the explosion of 
percussion caps which occurred at the 
factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, 
at Gray’s Inn Koad, London, on the 
10th September, 1900. (10th Novem- 
ber.) 

MINES 


AND QUARRIES. 


(General Report and Statistics for | 
| Devon and Cornwall from Bere Alston 
| Station to Calstock, and a working of a 


1899.) 
Part II.—Labour. 
Part IIJ.—Output. 


(31st August.) 


(1st November.) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE COURT 


DISTRICT. 

Report of the Departmental Committee | 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department to inquire into | 
the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan police | 
magistrates and county justices respec- | 
tively in the Metropolitan Police Court | 
District. (5th September.) | 
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POST OFFICE. 
Agreement, dated 21st July, 1900, 
between Great Britain and Roumania, for 
a reduction in telegraph rates. (6th 
September.) 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
and the Directors of Convict Prisons, 
with appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900. (11th September.) 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS. 
Reports on the Federated Malay States 
for 1899. (12th September.) 


LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Minutes of Evidence. Volume 
Ireland. (14th September.) 


V.— 


COMMERCIAL, No. 4 (1900). 

Reports from Her Majesty’s represen- 
tatives abroad on trade marks’ laws and 
regulations. (22nd September.) 

No. 5 (1900)—Summary of informa- 
tion received from Her Majesty’s Consuls 
upon the docks and cargo arrangements 
in the chief ports of France and Northern 
Europe. (2nd November.) 


WELSH SETTLEMENT AT CHUBUT. 

Reports on the Welsh Settlement at 
Chubut in the Argentine Republic. 
(24th September.) 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 


| Commissioners, and modified and con- 
, 


firmed by the Board of Trade authorising 


| the construction of — 


I. A light railway in the counties of 


portion of the East Cornwall Mineral 
Railway as a light railway. 

II. A light railway in the North 
Riding of the county of York from Sin- 


| nington to Rosedale. 


ill. A light railway in the county of 
Carnarvon from Snowdon Station to 
Beddgelert. 

IV. Light railways in the borough of 
Barnsley and the urban districts of Wors- 
borough aud Monk Bretton in the West 
Riding of the county of York. 
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V. Light railways in the borough of | 
Wednesbury and | 


Wolverhampton and ) 
the urban districts of Willenhall, Dar- 
laston, Coseley, 

county of Stafford. 
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and Bilston, in the | 
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partment to investigate and report on the 
causes and circumstances of an explosion 
of firedamp which took place at Cwm 
Pit, Merthyr Tydvil, on 14th May, 1900. 
| (8th November.) 


VI. Light railways in the urban dis- | 


tricts of Bilston, Willenhall, and Coseley 
in the county of Stafford. 

VIL. Light railways in the municipal 
and county borough of Gateshead and the 
urban district of Whickham in the county 
of Durham. 

VII. Light railways in the county of 
Worcester between Bromsgrove Railway 
Station, Bromsgrove Town, and Lickey 
End. 

IX. Light railways in the county of 
Northampton, in the city of Peterborough, 
and the parishes of Walton and Peter- 
borough Without, in the rural district of 
Peterborough. (25th September.) 


TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS. 
Additional Articles for the carrying out 
of the Convention of the 4th March, 
1872, relative to the exchange of money 
orders between the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland and the King- 
dom of Italy. (1st November.) 


POLICE (METROPOLIS). 
Report of the Commissioners of Police 
of the Metropolis for the year 1899. 
(1st November.) 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of Evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 30th September, 1900. 
(1st November.) 


ARMY (MILITARY PRISONS). 
Report of the discipline and manage- 
ment of the military prisons for 1899. 
(1st November.) 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1900. (2nd November.) 


HONG KONG. 
Report on new territory at Hong Kong. 
(5th November.) 
MINES (FIRE-DAMP EXPLOSION AT. 
CWM PIT, MERTHYR TYDVIL). 
Report of a Committee appointed by | 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- | 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1869. 


year 1899. (8th 


Report for the 
| November.) 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Forty-third Report for the year 1899 
of Her Majesty’s Inspector of Reforma- 
tory and Industrial Schools. (9th 
November. ) 


METEOROLOGICAL COUNCIL. 
report for the year ending 31st March, 
1900, to the President and Council of the 
Royal Society. (13th November.) 


PETERHEAD HARBOUR. 
Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works (in continuation of [C.—20.]). 
(13th November. ) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898 (LIGHT 
DUES). 

Report of a Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade to examine the claims 
and suggestions received for exemption 
from light dues, or for alteration of the 
existing scale or rules. [.—Report. 
(15th November.) 


30ARD OF EDUCATION. 

(Special Reports on Educational Sub- 
jects)— 

I. Volume 4. Educational systems of 
the chief colonies of the British Empire 
|(Dominion of Canada, Newfoundland, 
West Indies). 

II. Volume 5. Educational systems of 
the chief colonies of the British Empire 
(Commonwealth of Australia, New Zea- 
land, Ceylon, Malta). 

III. Volume 6. Preparatory schools, 
their place in English secondary educa- 
tion. 

Yeport on Technical and Commercial 


' Education in East Prussia, Poland, Galicia, 


Silesia, and Bohemia; by James Baker, 
F.R.G.S. (29th November.) 
The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
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SOUTH AFRICA. 
Further correspondence relating to 
affairs in South Africa (in continuation 
of [C.-261] and [C.-264], July, 1900). 


ARMY. 
Return of military forces in South 
Africa, 1899-1900. 


TRADE UNIONS. 

Report by the Chief Labour Corre- 
spondent of the Board of Trade on trade 
unions in 1899, with comparative statis- 
ties for 1892-1898. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY ACT, 1390. 
Rules dated 29th October, 1900. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND). 
Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Par- 
liament chargeable on the revenues of 
India outstanding at the commencement 
of the half year ended on the 30th Sep- 
tember 1900, with the rates of interest 
and total amount pavable thereon, etc. 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Return of the amount of notes issued 
more than forty years which have not 
been presented for payment, and which 
have been written off from the total 
amount of notes issued from the Issue 
Department of the Bank of England. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

I. Treasury Minutes declaring that 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions, not ordinarily to be acquired in the 
public service, are required for the due 
and efficient discharge of the duties of— 

1. Assistant Inspector of Railways, 

Board of Trade. 
2. Medical Inspector to the Local 
Government Board for Scotland. 

3. Legal Adviser to the Local Govern- 

ment Board for [veland. 

4. Junior Inspector, Scotch Education 

Department. 

II. Treasury Minutes declaring that 
the following persons were appointed 
without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the heads of 
their departments, namely :— 

1. Edmund Sterriker, rural postman, 

Malton Post Office (15th August, 
1900). 
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2. Mrs. Eliza Thomas, postmistress, 
Kidwelly Post Office (14th Sep- 
tember, 1900). 

3. Robert Black, rural postman, 
Newton Stewart Post Office 
(3rd October, 1900). 

4. John Hales, postman, Stanmore 
Post Office (27th October, 1900). 

5. Thomas Spittle, turner, Royal 
Gun Factory, War Office (14th 
November, 1900). 

6. Charles Dennis, artificer, Royal 
Small Arms Factory, War Office 
(21st November, 1900). 


POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPHS). 
Telegraph (Foreign Written Telegram) 
Regulations, 1900. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1889. 

Treasury Minute, dated 26th Novem- 
ber, 1900, directing the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General to examine and audit the 
account of fees taken in Ireland under 
Section 19 (2) of the Weights and 
Measures Act, 1899. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (SUPREME COURT 
OF JUDICATURE). 


Schedule containing a list and partica- 


lars of classes of documents existing, or 
in ordinary course about to exist in the 
central office, and in the district registries, 
which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation 
in the Public Record Office. 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) ACTS, 1875 
AND 1890. 
Order in Council, dated 13th August, 
1900, approving of a regulation made by 
the Pharmaceutical Society. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Time-table of examinations for the 
year 1901. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 
1. Rules under Section 3 of the Act. 

2. Amended rules for the administra- 
tion of loans under the Sea and Coast 
Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PERIOD 
OF EMPLOYMENT) WAREHOUSES 
IN FACTORIES OR WORKSHOPS 
WHERE BRIGHT OR BURNISHED 
METAL GOODS ARE MADE. 

Order, dated 6th September, 1900, 

,made by the Secretary of State for the 
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Home Department in pursuance of 
Section 65 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1878, and Section 39 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1895, permitting the 


warehouses in factories where bright or | 


burnished metal goods are made to be 
treated as separate factories or workshops 
as far as regards the period of employ- 
ment of children, young persons, and 
women. 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 


dated 2nd 
Winter 


Four Orders in Council, 
November, 1900, for holding 
Assizes in Ireland. 

1894 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS 


AND 1896. 


ACTS, 


Two Orders, dated 8th day of Novem- | 


ber, 1900, entitled respectively the Liver- 
pool (Birkenhead) Foreign Animals Wharf 
Revocation Order of 1900, and the Liver- 
pool (Birkenhead) Foreign Animals Whart 
Order of 1900. 


INEBRIATE ACTS, 1879 To 1899, RULES 
FOR RETREATS. 

Rules for Retreats licensed under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 18th 
October, 1900, approved by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
in substitution for the rules dated 10th 
August, 1888. 

POLLING 


DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
MERIONETH). 


1. Order made by the County Council | 1900, 
constituting a new polling district, to be | Order, 


ealled the Llwyngwril Polling District. 


2. Order made by the County Council | 
of Southampton altering certain polling | 
districts in the county. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 

1891, CONDITIONAL LICENCES. 

1. Licence granted by Her Majesty to 
Frederica Furneaux, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Frederica Furneaux to be at large 
on condition that she enter the Elizabeth | 
Fry Refuge, Hackney. 


TO 


Licences to be at large, to which are 


annexed conditions other than those con 
tained in Schedule A of the Penal Servi- 
tude Act, 1867, granted to— 

1. Patrick Greenan ; 

2. Charles Costello. 


‘LORDS! 
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3. Licence to be at large granted by 


Her Majesty to Joseph Drinkwater under 


the provisions of the Penal Servitude 
Acts, 1853 to 1891, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 
1864. 

4. Licenee granted by Her Majesty to 
Fanny Wroughton, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the 
said Fanny Wroughton to be at large on 
condition that she enter the Elizabeth 
Fry Refuge. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACTS. 
Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for the 
County of Essex (third minute). 
County of Wilts (fifteenth minute). 
County of Dorset (third minute). 
County Borough of St. Helens (third 
minute). 
City and County Borough of Birming- 
ham (sixth minute). 
City of Cashel. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION 
ACT, 1865. 

Order in Council of the 17th Septemher, 
1900, amending an Order in Council of 
the 26th February, 1897, relating to the 
Dockyard Port of Portsmouth. 

FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1896. 
Order in Council of the 17th September, 
entitled “The Cyprus Coinage 
1900.” 
MERCHANT SHIPPING 1894. 
Orders in Council. 

1. Of the 12th November,’1900, ap- 
proving certain new byelaws made 
by the Gloucester Pilotage Board. 


ACT, 


2. Of the 9th August, 1900, confirming 
new byelaws made by the Cardiff 
Pilotage Board. 

3. Of the 12th November, 1900, ap- 
proving certain byelaws made by 
the Clyde Pilot Board relating to 
the Pilotage Fund of the Clyde 
Pilotage District. 

4. Of the 17th day of September, 1900, 


making certain rules concerning 
the lights or signals to be carried 
and concerning the steps for 
avoiding collisions to be taken by 
vessels navigating the River 
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Mersey and the sea channels or | 


approaches thereto, between the 
Rock Lighthouse and the furthest 
point seawards to which such sea 
channels or approaches respec- 
tively are for the time being 
buoyed on both sides. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACT, 1876. 


Seven Orders in Council of 7th August, 
1900, relating to the ensuing winter 
assizes. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 


University Court Ordinance No. 2 


(Edinburgh, No. 2). 

University of Edinburgh ; Foundation 
of the Sir William Fraser Chair of 
Ancient History and Paleography. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 2.) 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

1, Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Jesus College, Oxford, on the 
16th day of March, 1900, amending the 
schedule to the statues of the college 
relating to King Charles the First's 
Trust. 


2. Statute made by the Governing 
Body of St. John’s College, Oxford, on 
9th December, 1899, amending Statutes 
III. 1., Ill. 14., V. 4. (a), and XV. 2. of 


the statutes of the college. 


3. Statute made by the Governing 
Body of New College, Oxford, on the 21st 
day of March, 1900, and sealed on the 
24th day of March, 1900, amending 
Statute IIT., clause 18, of the statutes of 
the college, relating to the residence of 
probationer fellows. 


4. Statutes made by the 
Body of Exeter College, Oxford, on the 
16th day of March, 1900, amending 
Statutes IT. and V. of the statutes of the 
college. 


5, Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Worcester College, Oxford, on 
the 24th day of January, 1900, amending 
Statute III. 16. of the statutes of the 
college. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to | 
Act), and to be printed. 


(No. 3.) 


| 


roverning 
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INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Return respecting: Laid before the 

|House (pursuant to Address of the 

20th July last), and to be printed. 

(No. 4.) 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD. 
Accounts for the year ending Ist July, 
1900. 


MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR 
COMPANY. 
Report and Statement of Accounts for 
the year ended 5th April, 1900. 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


and 


JOHN WILLIAM EARL. 
Petition for redress of grievances of 
John William Earl; read, and ordered to 


i lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Seven of the clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 6th December, 1900. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went ; and, being returned, 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath, and several other 
Members made and_ subscribed the 
Affirmation required by Law. 


ELECTIONS. 


Ordered, That all Members who are 
returned for two or more places in any 
part of the United Kingdom do make 
their Ejection for which of the places 
they will serve, within one week after it 
shall appear that there is no question 
upon the Return for that place; and 
if anything shall come in question 
touching the Return or Election of any 
Member, he is to withdraw during the 


time the matter is in debate ; and that 
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all Members returned upon double | in those days did not make due provision 


Returns do withdraw till their Returns 
are determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
the time being be actually elected, and 
shall not have declined to serve, for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the 
Election of any Member to serve in Par- 
liament. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of 
Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not 
being a Peer of Ireland at the time 
elected, and not having declined to serve 
for any county, city, or borough of Great 
Britain, to concern himself in the election 
of Members to serve for the Commons in 
Parliament, except only any Peer of 
Ireland, at such elections in Great Britain 
respectively where such Peer shall appear 
as a candidate, or by himself. or any 
others, be proposed to be elected ; or for 
any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any 
county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his Commission, to influence 
the Election of any Member to serve for 
the Commons in Parliament.”—(MVr. 4 J. 
Balfour.) 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to move to elimi- 
nate from the Sessional Order all 


words except snch as relate to Lords 
Lieutenant of counties alone. It is not 
my intention to detain the House for 
more than a few moments, but it would 
scarcely be respectful, I think, to the new 
Parliament if I assumed that it was ac- 
quainted with the arguments which have 
been addressed to its predecessor on this 
subject. I nevertheless trust I may be 
excused from going at any length into 
matters which have been frequently dis- 
cussed. Moreover, the systematic manner 
in which, from one end of the kingdom to 
the other, this Sessional Order has been 
disregarded during the recent General 
Election places the matter in a different 
light to what it has occupied betore. 
This Sessional Order—without going into 


the question from a constitutional point 
of view—may no doubt in times remotely | 
past have had some of the advantages | 
The statute laws - 


claimed on its behalf. 





for the legal conduct of elections, and the 
common law was all that could be relied 
upon for the protection of electoral rights. 
But in these days, I venture to say, the 
Sessional Order is entirely out of date. It 
has, indeed, been systematicallydisregarded 
during the recent General Election, and if I 
were to detain the House by quoting the 
instances in which, to my own knowledge, 
it has been absolutely set at defiance | 
should have to break through the rule of 
extreme brevity which I have laid down 
for myself. If I took each county in its 
turn I could show that the Order has been 
everywhere infringed. ‘To begin with, I 
believe there is scarcely a county division 
the political organisation of which has not 
for its chairman or president a Member 
of the House of Lords. Some high 
office in the  organisation—and _ this 
applies equally to both poiitical parties—is 
sure to be filled by a Member of that House. 
I will start with the county of Northum- 
berland. In that county a letter written 
by a peer—and he not an obscure one— 
was very largely used. The letter was 
not of the nature of a manifesto such as 
party leaders are supposed to be entitled 
to issue regardless of resolutions of this 
kind, but it was a letter addressed specifi 
cally to a candidate standing for a par- 
ticular constituency. It was written by 
no less a person than the late Prime 
Minister. Lord Rosebery, in my 
judgment, had a perfect right to write 
the letter, and in doing so he was 


only following his own precedent 
in the Leith election in 1894. 


Moreover, every Prime Minister, being 
a peer, who has held office during the 
last quarter of a century has done 
precisely the same thing. We know, of 
course, that Lord Beaconsfield did it in 
Buckinghamshire, and Lord Salisbury’s 
efforts in a similar direction —and 
in fact going beyond it—have not 
escaped our notice. I may observe that 
this letter from Lord Rosebery did not 
do duty merely in the constituency which 
was being contested by the gentleman to 
whom it was addressed. It was used in 
adjoining constituencies as a wrapper, 
and sent immediately before the polling, 
together with the poll cards, to all 
electors, and I have no doubt that 
other Members as well as myself were 
recipients of copies of the document. 
Now I pass on to other parts of the 
country, mentioning, however, only very 
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few of the numerous instances of which I 
have evidence. In Cornwall, Lord St. 
Germans took an active part in valling 
over the coals a Member of this House 
for his votes and speeches delivered here, 
and an active part in procuring the return 
of a candidate in place of the one to 
whom he objected, as he had a_ perfect 
right todo. In the adjoining county of 
Devon a noble Lord who was formerly 
a Member of this House appears to have 
addressed, at some considerable length, a 
meeting in support of a candidate who 
shared his views. I refer to the speech 
delivered by Lord Portsmouth on the 6th 
October, the writs having been issued 
on the 25th September. He is described 
as having been present at a mass meeting 
at Barnstaple —at an __ enthusiastic 
Liberal gathering—and, so far from his 
presence being resented, I see that the 
candidate he supported, who is now a 
Member of this House, cordially wel- 
comed him upon his platform, and is 
reported in a local newspaper to have 
said— 


“Most of the Conservative newspapers had 
taken exception to the fact that Lord Ports- 
mouth had been kind enough to come and 
speak for him, and they sneered at the Liberals 
because they said, ‘ You Radicals dearly love 
alord.’ Yes, they did love a lord, when he 
was on the right side.”’ 


The Duke of Devonshire, a Cabinet 
Minister, in 1895 spoke at a great 
public meeting some hours after the 
issue of the writs; and he consistently 
followed up that action by writing a 
letter, only a year ago, ten days after the 
issue of the writ for Southport, in which 
he recommended by name a candidate for 
election. 
in doing so. But, at any rate, Lord Ports- 
mouth could quote the leaders of all the 
different parties to which he has by turns 
belonged, as endorsing by their example 
the course he pursued. He could dao 
quote the case of the Lord High Chancellor 
of England, who took the chair at a meet- 
ing held practically within the precincts of 
this House, for the selection of a candi- 
date for a certain Parliamentary vacancy. 
And the circumstance is the more re- 


markable from the fact that the 
Lord Chancellor was invited to 
occupy ithat position by the two 


Cabinet Ministers of oldest standing in 
the House of Commons. He was in- 
vited to preside on the motion of Mr. 
Goschen—whose presence we wish we had 
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I think he was within his right | 
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here to-day—-seconded by my right hon. 
friend the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
It is worthy of note in con- 
nection with this matter that the result 
of the deliberations of that meeting was 
the selection of a gentleman whom, I 
think, we may rightly term the highest 
living authority on constitutional law. I 
could quote other instances in which this 
Sessional Order has been evaded. I might 
be tempted to glance at the Eastern 
Counties, and to refer to Lord Kim- 
berley’s personal exertions on the platform 
during the recent General Election, but I 
think I have given a sufficient number of 
cases. Although this matter, on its 
merits, is very unimportant, and with all 
respect I may suggest that it is a matter 
of absolute indifference whether a peer 
does or not take part in an election—as 
in these days a man’s influence is not 
weighed by his social rank—it is not a 
matter of indifference that this House 
should continually  stultify itself by 
passing in its Orders, in grandiloquent 
language, a resolution which the House 
knows perfectly well it cannot enforce, 
and which, indeed, it has no desire to 
enforce. 


Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, Ripon): I 
desire to detain the House for but a very 
few moments in seconding the Amend- 
ment of my right hon. friend. I take this 
course because I look upon this Sessional 
Order as an absolute farce. I want to 
know why this House of Commons should 
disfranchise a body of 500 well-educated 
Britons, and deprive them of what many 
of us think to be one of the greatest 
privileges on earth—that is, the right to 
concern themselves in elections. I 
scarcely know what is the operation of 
“concerning oneself in an election.” I 
have never heard it described. I was a 
voter at the last General Election for the 
constituency of South-east Durham, and I 
received by post a very excellent photo- 
graph of my old friend, who was the 
Liberal candidate. It was accompanied 
by two fly-sheets of very indifferent paper 
containing letters purporting to have been 
written by noble Lords. One of these letters 
has already been referred to by my right 
hon. friend—the one written by the late 
leader of the Liberal party, who, as far 
as we can gather, will probably occupy 
that position again. I suppose the only 


object of sending it to me was to convert 
me from the errors of old Toryism and to 
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persuade me to become a Radical. It has 
not yet effected that. The second letter 
was from the Lord Lieutenant of the 
county of Durham, and I presume 
that that was sent to me with a 
similar object. I really should like 
to have it laid down what peers 
may and what they may nct do during 
election times. Are they allowed to appear 
on platforms? Are they to be per- 
mitted to deluge us with fly-sheets like 
leaves in the autum:? If so, it appears 
to me that a clever letter-writing peer 
might prove more powerful by pen than 
by voice. To allow the one to be done 
and not the other is absurd. There is 
one point which does not seem to have 
struck my right hon. friend, and which pos- 
sibly has not occurred to other Members 
of this House. It is that this is merely a 
Sessional Order, and, consequently, at the 
time of the last General Election it was 
not in force. At that time, indeed, a peer 
might do exactly what he pleased. Well, 
I want to see every peer do that. I know 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
House, when he opposed this suggestion 
on a previous occasion, said it would not 
look well for the Conservative party to 
rescind this Order in view of the state of 
political parties in the Upper 
at any rate am willing to approach this 
question from an unselfish point of view. 
What would be the effect of the rescission 
in my own constituency? It would un- 
muzzle the Marquess of Ripon. We all 
know how potent and powerful he is, and 
he would he enabled to use his voice as well 
as his influence in the division. There- 
fore, so far as I am concerned, I am_ not, 
in supporting this motion, suggesting 
anything which from a selfish point of 
view would be to my advantage. Ido 
hope that the House will take a common- 
sense view of this matter, and, by its 
vote to-day, rescind what I call “the 
peers’ muzzling order.” 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom’ in 


line 2, to the word ‘for’ in line 8.”—(Mr. 
James Lowther.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): To a large number of the Members 


{COMMONS} 


House, I 
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of this House the arguments which we 
have just heard so ably urged by my 
right hon. friend are familiar. Indeed, 
we have so often heard the Member for 
Thanet take this opportunity of bringing 
the topic before the House of Commons 
that one almost feels the session could 
hardly be said to begin in order unless 
the speech was made and a_ division chal- 
lenged upon this point. I mean to be 
very brief in my reply. I should like 
to content myself with placing once more 
before the House the argument which has 
hitherto convinced it: that if there is to 
be a change in this matter—and it would 
not be an “unimportant change —it should 
not be initiated on these benches, or, I 
venture to say, even on this side of the 
House. My right hon. friend has gone 
through a list, which he said he might 
have made much longer, of cases in 
which noble Lords have disobeyed this 
Sessional Order. But in the list he 
brought in some cases which, according 
to the strict interpretation of the rule, 
are not really breaches of the Order. It 
has always been held that a peer may 
concern himself in electoral matters up to 
the date of the issue of the writ. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: There is no 
authority for that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
authority except that of general custom 
and general acceptance. As my right 
hon. friend has said, cases have occurred 
in the last election in which, apparently, 
a peer has, subsequent to the date of the 
issue of the writ, either written a a letter 
or made a spzech, thereby “taking part in” 
the election. My right hon. friend 
referred to a letter by Lord Rosebery to 
one of the candidates for the city of 
Newcastle. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): That was written before 
the issue of the writ. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the letter 
was written before the issue of the writ, 
then it appears to me there might have 
been some excuse for it ; at any rate, it 
cannot be said to have influenced the 


election. My right hon. friend who 
seconded the motion asked that this 


Sessional Order should be rescinded on 
the ground that it was a farce. I say the 
Sessional Order is not a fame. It has a 
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very great practical effect on the conduct 
of elections in this country. It is per- 
fectly true we have no power to penalise 
any peer tor infringing it, but the num- 
ber of peers who do so is extremely 
small. If was told as I came into the 
House this afternoon that even my right 
hon. friend had seduced a noble Lord on 
to one of his own platforms. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Where 
was that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If my right 
hon. friend contradicts me, I will with- 
draw it. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: No, I do 
not contradict you. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam sure so 
remarkable an instance, if it occurred, 
could not have escaped my right hon. 
friend’s memory. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Platforms 
are so full of noble Lords that I cannot 
say, but if my right hon. friend will tell 
me where it was, and when, perhaps I 
may recall it. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
noble Lords on his platform that his 
memory cannot be charged with this 
instance. But I am told that he did 
induce Lord Hothfield to take the chair 
at one of his election meetings. 
and sporadic cases of that kind might 
occur, but everybody in this House, 
especially with the experience of the last 
General Election, will bear me out when 
I say that, broadly speaking, the 500 
peers do not concern themselves in elec- 
tions by speaking and appearing on public 
platforms. It might be a great relief to 
some of us if they did, for at times there 
is great pressure for speakers, and if we 


could draw an unlimited quantity from | 
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I was not | 
aware my right hon. friend had so many | 


Isolated | 
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|in the future as they have been in the 
past. It is quite true that in the past 
this Order has been disobeyed here or 
there, by this peer or that peer. But, 
generally speaking, its spirit has been 
obeyed, and I am sure the general sense 
and tact of the House of Lords would 
prevent any large number of its Members 
running counter to the express wish of 
the House of Commons in this matter. If 
the House decides to change the Order it 
must not do it in the erroneous belief that 
it is doing away with some antiquated 
and ineffective part of the machinery of 
Parliamentary elections. It must realise 
that any such change must inevitably 
be followed by a great alteration of 
practice. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): This is so old an 
Amendment that we might leave it with- 
out further discussion, but it is usual for 
one or two of us to express our opinions 
regarding it. For my part I have always 
voted against it, and I have done so as 
being myself an old-fashioned constitu- 
tionalist, rejecting the innovation of the 
right hon. Gentleman, but mainly on this 

/humbler and simpler ground. Here is an 
old practice traditionally crystallised 
through many generations—namely, the 
practice of excluding peers from concern- 
ing themselves in elections to this House. 
Iam told that it is not successful, and 
that the fence has been broken down in 
many places, but still it remains. Even 
admitting that it is not very efficient, it 
can do no harm, and it may do good. 
What harm is done by it? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: No one 
takes much notice of it. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


That does not prove it does any harm. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: It affects 


the dignity of this House. 


the other House it would be a very con- | 


venient thing. Still, I am unwilling that 
this change should be initiated on this 
side of the House, for if it would benefit 
anybody at all it would benefit us. In 
the meanwhile we have behind us the 
broad practice and traditions of this 
House, and if you amend the Sessional 
Order as has been proposed, that practice 
and tradition will be broken for ever. It 
is quite useless to say that things will be 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This House will look after its own dignity. 
The Sessional Order acts as a barrier and 
a check upon the tendency of Members 
of the other House to interfere, but if 
| this House were deliberately to remove 
| the fence and deliberately to repeal this 
| Sessional Order, or refuse, on the motion 
| of the right hon. Gentleman, to pass it, 
| it would be a direct invitation on the part 
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of this House, and a declaration that we | notwithstanding that it is imperfect, to 


desire that peers should interfere in the 


election of Members of 


Having constitutionalist sympathies I 
they are. No 
harm can possibly be done, and I believe 
will 


prefer to leave matters as 


that the Sessional Order 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP (Gloue. Stroud 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj R(Christchureh | 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barker, John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Brist’l) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B. (Hante. 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
sell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry & 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
3owles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Alex: ander H. (Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, — Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt HnJ.A.(Glasgow 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cremer, William Randal 


Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 


this House. 


continue, 


AYES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mletsS. Geo. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Dunean, James H. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. A 
Emmott, Alfred 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
lellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fereusson,Rt HnSirJ(Mance’r) 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
4 inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hay es 
Fison, Frederick William 
F itzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Vitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. AGH (Cityof Lond.) | 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
et pg J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, iy W. (T’wr Hmlts | 
Gore, Hon. *, $.jOrmsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Greene, Sir E W(BrySEdm/’ds | 
Greene,|W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir'William Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt.Hon. LordG (Mx. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y | 
Harcourt, Rt. ~ ig Sir William 


. de Tatton 


The House divided :—Ayes, 326 ; 
68. (Division List No. 1.) 


act as some check on a practice which J 
believe would be undesirable. 


Question put. 


Noes, 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton (T'ynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fred. R.( Monm’th 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale 
Hayter, Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, k:. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E, 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederic William 
Houldsw orth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
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Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
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Lawson, John Grant 
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Legge, Col. Heneage 

Leng, Sir John 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Cann, James 

MKillop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, oe 

Maxwell, W. J. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey- Thompson Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D.J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morris, Martin Henry 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, Williain Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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Norman, Henry 
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O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 








{6 DECEMBER 1900} 


’ Radcliffe, R. F. 


Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rea, Russell 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
henwick, George 
Rickett, J. Compton 
tidley, M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rige, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
tobertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
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NOES. 
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Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley); 
Heath, James(Statfords.N.W. | 
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Tufnell, Col. Edward 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
W we da Sir Thomas 
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Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, £. ) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Penn, John ; 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Richards, Henry Charles 

K obinson, Brooke 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, ¢ ‘ol. Samuel Alexander 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Tollemache, Henry James 
Welby,SirC an E. (Notts) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. We R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. James Lowther and 
Mr. Wharton. 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringe- 
ment of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons of the United Kingdom for 
any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or 
Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at 
the time elected, and not having declined 
to serve for any county, city, or borough 
of Great Britain, to concern himself in 
the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any 
Peer of Ireland, at such Elections in 
Great Britain respectively where such 
Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by 
himself, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 


Governor of any county to avail himself | 


of any authority derived from his Com- 
mission, to influence the election of any 
Member to serve for 
Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 


any person hath been elected or returned | 


a Member of this House, or endeavoured 
so to be, by bribery, or any other corrupt 
practices, this House will proceed with 
the utmost severity against all such per 


sons as shall have been wilfully concerned | 


in such bribery or other 
tices. 


corrupt prac- 


WITNESSES. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear 
that any person hath been tampering | 


with any witness, in respect of his 
evidence to be given to this House, or 
any Committee thereof, or directly or 
indirectly hath endeavoured to deter or 
hinder any person from appearing or 
giving evidence, the same is declared to 
be a high crime or misdemeanour ; and 
this House will proceed with the utmost 
severity against such offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that | 


any person hath given false evidence in 
any case before this House, or any Com- | 


mittee thereof, this House will proceed | 


with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Ordered, That the Commissioners of | 
the Police of the Metropolis do take care 
that, during the Session of Parliament, 
the passages through the streets leading 
to this House be kept free and open, and | 
that no obstruction be permitted to 
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the Commons in | 
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| hinder the passage of Members to and 
from this House, and that no disorder be 
allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
passages leading to this House, during 
the Sitting of Parliament, and that there 
be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; 
and that the Serjeant at Arms attending 
this House do communicate this Order to 
the Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
ings of this House be printed, being first 
perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof ; and that no 
person but such as he shall appoint do 
presume to print the same. 


PRIVILEGE. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges 
be appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES BILL. 
“For the more effectual preventing 
| Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time ; to be read the second time. 


JOURNAL, 

Ordered, That the Journal of this 
House, from the end of the last Session 
to the end of the present Session, with an 
Index thereto, be printed. 


Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said 
Journal and Index be printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of 
| Archibald John Scott Millman, esquire, 
C.B., the Clerk of this House. 


Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and no other 
person do presume to print the same. 

; 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 

The following Papers, presented by 
| Command of Her M: vjesty during the 
| Recess, were delivered to the Librarian 
of the House of Commons during the 
| Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order 
| of the 14th August, 1896 :— 


1. Lunacy (Scotland).—Copy of Forty- 
‘second Annual Report of the General 
| Board of Commissioners of Lunacy for 
| Scotland. 
2. Judicial Statistics (Scotland). — 
Copy of Report on the Judicial Statistics 
of Scotland for the year 1899. 
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3. East India (Statistical Abstract).— { Captain M. B. Lloyd, Her Majesty’s In- 
Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to|spector of Explosives, on the cireum- 
British India from 1889-90 to 1898-9, | stances attending the destruction by ex- 
Thirty-fourth Number. | plosion of a Press House at the gun- 

4, East India (Trade).—Copy of Re- | powder factory of Messrs. F.C. Dickson 
view of the Trade in India in 1899-1900, | @2d Company, at Blackbeck, Haver- 
by J. E. OConnor, C.LE. Director- | thwaite, Lancashire, on 26th May, 1900. 


General of Statistics to the Government | 18. Explosions (Fire at Fuze Works at 
of India. | Camborne).—Copy of Report by Major 


5, East India (Sanitary Measures).— | A. Cooper-Key, R.A., Her Majesty’s In- 
Copy of Report on Sanitary Measures in | spector of Explosives, to the Right Hon. 
India in 1898-9, Volume XXXII. | the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department, on the circumstances attend- 
Rents).—Copy of Returns of Judicial | Willi fire Be the ~— eager of Mensre. 
Rents fixed during January, 1900. | a +: ae ecggag pee Riso pia sips 

7. Irish Land Commission (Judicial | RR TT oe 
Rents).—Copy of Returns of Judicial| _ 19. Explosions (Expl ion Or | anaes 
Rents fixed during February, 1900. | Acid at gg ge — 

8. Irish Land Commission (Judicial | Pewee’ ee aR Explosiv 
Rents).—Copy of Returns of Judicial | > “J°') 5 -oNs pr agp elon ete: 

: ee to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State 
Rents fixed during March, 1900. | P . 
8 . ‘for the Home Department, on the cir- 

9, Irish Land Commission (Proceed-| cumstances attending an explosion of 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings | picric acid at the factory of Messrs. Read, 
of the Commission during the month of | Holiday, and Sons, Limited, at Hudders- 
March, 1900. field, on 30th May, 1900. 


: 10. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- | 20. Explosions (Explosion at Eley’s 
ings). —Copy of Return of Proceedings | p 


ta ae : | Factory at Gray’s Inn Road).—Copy of 
of the Commission during the month of Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, R.A., 
April, 1900. : 


| Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explo- 
11. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- | sives, to the Right Hon. the Secretary of 
ings)—Copy of Return of Proceedings | State for the Home Department, on the 
of the Commission during the month of | circumstances attending the explosion of 
May, 1900. | percussion caps which occurred at the 
| fan ety seera KMlaw Pr re . ita 
12. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- | factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, 
raw ‘ : : }at Gray’s Inn Road, London, on 10th 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings | September, 1900 
of the Commission during the month of | °°P*°™?&> ‘ 
June, 1900. | 21. Explosions (Explosion at Eley’s Am 
| munition Factory at Edmonton).—Copy 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings |! Report by Major A. Cooper-Key, 
of the Commission during the month of | 2A. Her Majesty's Inspector of Ex- 
July, 1900. | plosives, to the Right Hon. the Secre- 
> | tary of State for the Home Department, 


14. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- |on the circumstances attending two ex- 


ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings | plosions which oceurred at the ammuni- 
of the Commission during the month of | 5.) factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers 
August, 1900. | Limited, at Edmonton, on ‘24th July, 
15. Evictions (Ireland). — Copy of | 1900. 
Return for the quarter ended 30th Sep- | . . ; 
Pr} 92. Mines (Fire-damp Explosion at 


tember, 1900. | ‘ Bhopal 
16 A be 0 — |Cwm Pit, Merthyr Tydvil)—Copy of a 
: Aen OMeages (ireland). | Report of a Committee appointed by the 


6. Irish Land Commission (Judicial 


13. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 


foes of Be . heme ge 
Copy of Return for the quarter ended | Right Hon, the Secretary of State for 


30th September, 1900. ithe Home Department to investigate 
17. Explosions (Explosion at Black-|and report on the causes and cireum- 
beck Gunpowder Factory.)—Copy of | stances of an explosion of fire-damp which 
Report to the Right Hon. the Secretary | took place at Cwm Pit, Merthyr Tydvil, 
of State for the Home Department, by | on 14th May, 1900. 
VOL. LXXXVII. [Fourrn Szries.]' F 
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23. Mines and Quarries. —Copy of 
General Report and Statistics for the 
year 1899; Part IL., Labour; General 
Report and statistics relating to persons 
employed and Accidents at Mines and 
Quarries in the United Kingdom, and to 
the enforcement of the Mines and 
Quarries Acts. 

24. Mines and Quarries.— Copy of 
General Report and Statistics for the 
year 1899; Part II., Output ; General 
Report and Statistics relating to the 
Output and Value of the Minerals raised 
in the Uuited Kingdom, the amount and 
value of the metals produced, and the 
exports and imports of Minerals. 

25. Metropolitan Police Court District 
(Jurisdiction of the Police Magistrates 
and County Justices respectively).—Copy 
of Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department to 
inquire into the jurisdiction of the Metro- 
politan Police Magistrates and County 
Justices, respectively, in the Metropolitan 
Police Court District. 

26. Prisons (England and Wales).-— 
Copy of Report of the Commissioners of 
Prisons and the Directors of Convict 
Prisons, with Appendices, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1900. 

27. Local Taxation (Royal Commis- 
sion).—Copy of Minutes of Evidence, 
Vol. V., Ireland. 

28. Police (Metropolis). — Copy of 
Report of the Commissioners of Police 
for the Metropolis for 1899. 

29. Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
(Great Britain).—Copy of Forty-third 
Report of Her Majesty’s Inspector of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools for 
1899. 

30. Army (Military Prisons).—Copy 


of Report on the Discipline and Manage- 


ment of Military Prisons, 1899. 

31. Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund) Act, 1898 (Light Dues).— 
Copy of Report of a Committee appointed 
by the Board of Trade to examine the 


claims and suggestions received for 
exemption from Light Dues, or for 


alteration of the existing Scale or Rules ; 
I. Report. 

32. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
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the construction of Light Railways in the 
Municipal and County Borough of Gates- 
head and the Urban District of Whick- 
ham, in the county of Durham (Gates- 
| head and District Light Railway Order, 
1900). 

33. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, autho- 
rising the construction of Light Railways 
in the county of Worcester, between 
Bromsgrove Railway Station, Broms. 
grove Town, and Lickey End (Broms- 
grove Light Railways Order, 1900). 

34. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
| firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of Light Railways in th 
urban districts of 1 Bilston, Willenhall, 
and Cosely, in the county of Stafford 
(South Staffordshire Light Railway (Ex 
tensions) Order, 1900). 

35. Light Railways Acts, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of Light Railways in the 
‘borough of Barnsley and the urban dis- 
tricts of Worsborough and Monk Bretton, 
in the West Riding of the county of 
York (Barnsley and District Light Rail 
way Order, 1900). 

36. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and confirmed by the 
Board of Trade, authorising the construc- 
tion of Light Railways in the county of 
Northampton, in the city of Peterboroug! 
and the parishes of Walton and Peter- 
‘borough Without, in the rural district of 
| Peterborough (Peterborough and District 
| Light Railways Order, 1900). 

37. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and _ con- 
| firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 
‘ing the construction of a Light Railway 
in the county of Carnarvon, from Snow 
'don Station to Beddgelert (North Wales 
| Narrow Gange Railways (Beddgelert 
| Light Railway Extension) Order, 1900). 
| 38. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
lof Order made by the Light Railway 
| Commissioners, and modified and _ con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
‘the construction of a Light Railway in 
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the North Riding of the county of York,{ 49. Colonial Produce of Spirits 
from Sinnington to Rosedale (Lasting- | (Restrictions)—Copy of Further Papers 
ham and Rosedale Light Railway Order, | relating to cost of local excise Restrictions 


1900). | on the Production of Spirits (West Indies) 
39. Light Railways Act, 1896.— | (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 


Copy of Order made by the Light Rail-| No. 3, of Session 2, 1899) ; 
way Commissioners, and modified and! 50. Hong Kong.—Copy of the Report 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, | on the New Territory at Hong Kong ; 


Railways in. tho boroughs of Wolver. | ®t: Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous). 
hampton and Wednesbury and the urban | Wetan’c Pee. 0 f Pit a = per ‘ 
districts of Willenhall, Darlaston, Coseley, | Sisals xe saat cas die ar (Agave 
and Bilston, in the county of Stafford | me oe Fike ee =e 

(South Staffordshire Light Railway Order, | saivee Suenos. 
1900). | 52. Colonial Reports (Annual).— 
40. Post Office (Telegraph Rates with | Copies of Reports Nos. 294 (Barbados, 
Roumania).—Copy of ine, dated | Annual Report for 1899), 295 (Malta, 
Ast July 1900, between Great Britain; Annual Report for 1899), 296 (Fiji, 
and Roumania, for a reduction in Tele- | An2ual Report for 1899), 297 (Turks and 
graph Rates. | Caicos Islands, Annual Report for 1899), 
g #1, Telegwagil: Many Giees: hety) | 298 (Bahamas, Annual Report for 1899), 
- telegraph : *y Vrders *| 299 (Sierra Leone, Annual Report for 

i ' . - | anh: 
Cops af diol Ati the | 1880), $0 (ama, Annan Rapar fo 
May, 1872, and the Articles of the 7th. | 1°99) to (Seychelles, Annual Report 
of 2 - Seaae 1475 why 5th-o4th | for 1899, 302 (Mauritius and Rodrigues, 
kes Gad was Olek July-4th erg ag for ae 303 i Trinidad 
August, 1889, for the carrying out of the | $04 (Straits’ Settlements, Annual, Report 
Convention of the 4th March, 1872, rela- | for 1899), 305 (Gibraltar Annual Report 


tive to the exchangs of Money Orders | fo, 1899), 306 (Gold Coast, Annual Re- 
between the United Kingdom of Great | port for 1899), 307 (Ceylon, Annual 


Britain and Ireland and the Kingdom of Report for 1899) ; 


Italv. , E 
42. Peterhead Harbour.—Copy of Re- ponent he ‘the ‘Alombaoa - Vion 
Port etc., respecting ae Harbour | (Uganda) Railway Committee on the 
orks (in continuation of [C. 20]). Progress of the Works, 1899-1900 (with 
43. Meteorology.—Copy of Report of | a Map and Section). 
the Meterological Council to the Royal a : 7 
citi \ Wee endian Sta 54. Africa (No. 8, 1900).—Copy of 
on” ee Se ee , Maps illustrative of the Preliminary Re- 
i |! port by Her Majesty’s Special Commis- 


44, South Africa.—Copy of  corre-’ sioner on the Protectorate of Uganda. 


spondence relating to the recent political a nies i 
situation in South Africa. | 55, Treaty Series (No. 17, 1900).— 

Copy of Convention between the United 
‘Kingdom and the United States of 
| America relative to the disposal of real 
x . and personal property. Signed at Wash- 

46. West Indies. — Copy of corre- ington, 2nd March, 1899. Ratifications 
spondence relating to the hurricanes on! exchanged at Washington, 28th July, 
ith August and 8th September, 1899, 1990, " ' : 
and the relief of distress caused thereby. 

47. Straits Settlements (Federated | C 
Malay States).—Copy of Reports of the | Kingdom and France for the establish- 
Federated Malay States for 1899. |ment of a Parcel Post Service between 

48. Welsh Settlement at Chubut.—/France and the British Colonies of 
Copy of Reports on the Welsh Settlement | Ceylon, Hong Kong, and the Straits 
at Chubut, in the Argentine Republic (in | Settlements. Signed at Paris, 4th April, 
continuation of [C. 8361], February, | 1900. Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 
1897). 27th July, 1900. 

F2 


45. South Africa.—Copy of further 
correspondence relating to affairs in South 
Africa. 


56. Treaty Series (No. 18, 1900).— 
opy of Convention between the United 
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57. Treaty Series (No. 19, 1900).—| DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
Copy of Convention between the United AND 1896. 
Kingdom and the Republic of Costa Rica — Copies _presented, of two Orders, dated 
for the reciprocal protection of Trade the 8th November, 1900, entitled respec- 
Marks, etc. Signed at Guatemala, 5th tively the Liverpool (Birkenhead) Foreign 
March, 1898. Ratifications exchanged at Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 
London, 29th September, 1900. 1900 and the Liverpool (Birkenhead) 
58. Treaty Series (No. 20, 1900).— Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1900 
Copy of additional Convention supple- | [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 
mentary to the ‘Convention of 7th Sep- 
tember, 1888, respecting the exchange of EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
Parcels by Parcels Post between France ENGLAND). 
and Mauritius. Signed at Paris, 16th Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
May, 1900. Ratifications exchanged at raised in England, chargeable on the 
Paris, 27th July, 1900. Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
59. Treaty Series (No. 21, 1900),— Commencement of the half-year ending on 
the 30th September, 1900, ete. [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 379.] 


Copy of Agreement between the United 
Kingdom and Siam relative to Taxation 
on Land held or owned by British sub 
jects in Siam, 20th September, 1900. 

60. Trade Marks (Foreign Countries) 
(Commercial, No. 4, 1900).—Copy of 
Reports from Her Majesty’s Representa- 
tives Abroad on Trade Marks Laws and 
Regulations ; Part IT. 

61. Docks and Cargo Arrangements 
(Commercial, No. 5, 1900).—Copy of NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANY- 
Summary of information received from “TILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, Erc.) 
Her Majesty’s Consuls upon the Docks’ Retum presented, relative thereto (in 
and Cargo Arrangements in the Chief continuation of Parliamentary Paper No 
Ports of France and Northern Europe. 310, of Session 1899) fecha ro 

62. Trade Reports (Annual Series).— February ; Sir John Colomb]; to lie upon 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Re- | the Table, and to be printed. [No. 380.] 
ports, Nos. 2,504 to 2,539. ; 

63. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous | POST OFFICE (DISTRICT MESSENGERS 
Series).—Copy of Diplomatic and Con- COMPANY). 
sular Reports, Nos. 535 to 542. Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 7th August ; Mr. Gibson Bowles]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE UNIONS. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Chief Labour Correspondent of the Board 
{of Trade on Trade Unions in 1899, with 
Comparative Statistics “for 1892-8 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


| POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE SERVICE). 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | Return presented, relatWe thereto 
ee | (ordered 7th August ; Jr. Gibson Bowles] ; 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY i to lie upon the Table. 
ESTIMATES). 
Estimates presented, of the further SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


i "equi i » year ending 31s . 4 
song yo ogee ae wag oo i weg | Copies presented, of Treasury Minutes 
dlitur "4 set ius War in Sle tik ‘Africa | (eclaring that the undermentioned per- 
ee ee ae “| sons were appointed to the offices set 
and to Affairs in China [by Command] ; 


eae ee Wikis oad bn be aeiated against their names without a Civil 
] apd. é oD i & : ° ‘ “e e 
ee I Service Certificate through inadvertence 


7. ans 
[No 378.] on the part of the heads of their Depart- 
ments, Viz. :—- 





ARMY. 
Copy presented, of Return of Military | Charles Dennis, Artificer, Royal Small 
Forces in South Africa, 1899-1900 [by | Arms Factory, War Office Depart- 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. | ment, dated 21st November, 1900. 
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Factory, War Office Department, | 
dated 14th November, 1900. 

John Hales, Postman, Stanmore Post 
Office Department, dated 27th 
October, 1900. 


{6 DeceMBER 1900} 
Thomas Spittle, Turner, Royal Gun dated 10th October, 


Reports, de. 92 
1900 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Copy presented, of Return of the 
| amount of Notes issued more than forty 


Robert Black, Rural Postman, Newton | yezrs which have not been presented for 


Stewart, Post Office Department, 
dated 3rd October, 1900. 

Eliza Thomas, Postmistress, Kidwelly, 
Post Office Department, dated 14th 


payment, and which have been written 
off from the total amount of Notes issued 
from the Issue Department of the Bank 
of England [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


September, 1900. 
Edmund Sterriker, Rural Postman, ' 
Malton, Post Office Department, 


dated 15th August, 1900. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute 
dated 22nd August, 1900, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Assistant Inspector of 


Railways, Board of Trade, professional or | 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily | 


to be acquired in the public service are re- 
quired [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Es Minute, 
dated 12th September, 1900, declaring | 
that for the due and efficient discharge of 


the duties of the office of Medical Inspector | 
to the Local Government Board for Scot- | 
peculiar | 


land, professional or other 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are requisite [by | 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


dated 25th September, 1900, declaring | 
that for the due and efficient discharge of 


the duties of the office of Legal Adviser to 
the Local Government Board for Ireland, | 
professional or other peculiar qualifications | 
not ordinarily to be acquired in the public | 
service are required [by Act] ; 
the Table. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 7th November, 1900, declaring | 
that for the due and efficient discharge | 
of the duties of the office of Junior In- | 
spector, Scotch Education Depaartment, | 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- | 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in the | 
public service are requisite [by Act] ; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 


Copy presented, of Telegraph (Foreign 
Written Telegram) Regulations, 1900, | 


to lie upon | 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1889. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 26th November, 1900, directing 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General to 
examine and audit the Account of Fees 
taken in Ireland under Section 19 (2) of 
The Weights and Measures Act, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (MERIONETH). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
| County Council of Merioneth constituting 
|a new polling District, to be called the 
| Llwyngwril Polling District [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| POLLING DISTRICTS (SOUTHAMPTON). 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Southampton, altering 
| certain polling districts in the county [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
| 

PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI. 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of licence granted to 
| Fanny Wroughton, a conyict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large on condition that she enter 
the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


| Copy presented, of licence granted to 

| Frederica Furneaux, a conv iet under de- 

' tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 

| her to be at large on condition that she 
| enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney 
| [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ; ; 


Copy presented, of a licence to be at 
large granted to Joseph Drinkwater, to 
which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A of the 
| Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act] to 
lie upon the Table. 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP — ACTS | Society of Ireland [by Act] ; to lie upon 


(PERIOD OF EMPLOYMENT) (WARE- 

HOUSES IN FACTORIES OR WORK- 

SHOPS WHERE BRIGHT OR BUR- 

NISHED METAL GOODS ARE MADE). 

Copy presented, of Order dated 6th 
September, 1900, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of Section 65 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1878, and Sec- 
tion 39 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1895, permitting the  ware- 
houses in factories and workshops 
where bright or burnished metal goods 
are made to be treated as separate fac- 
tories or workshops, as far as regards the 
period of employment of children, young 
persons, and women [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899 
(RULES FOR RETREATS). 

Copy presented, of Rules for Retreats 
licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 
to 1899, dated 18th October, 1900, ap- 
proved by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, in substitution for the 
Rules dated 10th August, 1888 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
UAND). 

Copy presented, of Time Table of 
Examinations for 1901 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 17th July; Mr. Field]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN- 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1889 
(RULES). 

Copy presented, of Rules made under 
the Act for the execution of the Judicial 
duties in the Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 
1842 to 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of Amended Rules for | 
py Pp 


the Administration of Loans under the 
Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund (Ireland) 
Act, 1884 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PHARMACY ACTS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Order in Council, 


the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Four Orders in 
Council, dated 2nd November, 1900, for 
holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Copy presented, of Ordinance No. 2 of 
the University Court of the University 
of Edinburgh (Foundation of the Sir 
| William Fraser Chair of Ancient History 
'and Paleography) [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 





PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of a licence to be at 
| large granted to Patrick Greenan, to 
| which are annexed conditions other than 
‘those contained in Schedule A of the 
| Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Licence to be at 
| large granted to Charles Costello, to which 
are annexed conditions other than those 
contained in Schedule A of the Penal 
Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Educational subjects, Vol. 4. Educational 
| Systems of the Chief Colonies of the 
British Empire (Dominion of Canada, 
Newfoundland, West Indies) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 5. Educa- 
tional Systems of the chief Colonies of 
the British Empire (Commonwealth of 
Australia, New Zealand, Ceylon, Malta) 
[by command] ; to iie upon the Table. 





Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 6. Prepara- 
tory Schools; their place in English 
Secondary Education [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Copy presented, of Report on Tech- 





dated 13th August, 1900, approving of a| nical and Commercial Education in East 
Regulation made by the Pharmaceutical] | Prussia, Poland, Galicia, Silesia, and 
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Bohemia, by James Baker, F.R.G.S. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented, of a Statute made by 

the Governing Body of St. John’s College, 
Oxford, on 9th December, 1899, amend- 
ing Statutes III. 1, III. 14, V. 4a, and 
XV. 2, of the Statutes of the College | by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





Copy presented, of a Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Worcester 
College, Oxford, on 24th January, 1900, | 
amending Statute III. 16 of the Statutes 
of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by 
the Ssoverning Body of Exeter College, 
Oxford, on 16th March, 1900, amending 
Statutes II. and V. of the Statutes of 
that College [hy Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Jesus College, 
Oxford, on i6th March, 1900, amending 
the Schedule to the Statutes of that 
College [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by 
the Governing Body of New College, 
Oxford, on 24th March, 1900, amending 
Statute III, Clause 18, of the Statutes of 
that College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1877. 
Copy presented, of Seven Orders in 
Council of the 7th August, 1900, relating | 
to the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act) ; | 

to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of | 
ith August, 1900, confirming new Bye- | 
laws made by the Cardiff Pilotage Board | 


[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. | 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of | 
12th November, 1900, approving certain | 


| 


new Bye-laws made by the Gloucester | 
Pilotage Board [by Act]; to lie upon the | 
| 
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Clyde Pilotage District [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, AND 
MERSEY CHANNELS ACT, 1897. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
17th September, 1900, making certain 
Rules concerning the lights or signals to 
be carried, and concerning the steps for 
avoiding collisions to be taken by vessels 


| navigating the River Mersey and the sea 


channels or approaches thereto, between 


‘the Rock Lighthouse and the furthest 


point seawards to which such sea channels 
or approaches respectively are for the 


‘time being buoyed on both sides [by 


Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
17th September, 1900, amending an 
Order in Council of 26th February, 1897, 
relating to the Dockyard Port of Ports- 
mouth [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
17th September, 1900, entitled The 
Cyprus Coinage Order in Council, 1900 
[by Act]; to le upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the Subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Act for the following 
Counties, &e. :— 
County Borough of St. Helens (Third 
Minute), dated 17th October, 1900. 
City and County Borough of Birming- 
ham (Sixth Minute), dated 17th 
October, 1900. 
County of Essex (Third Minute), dated 
17th October, 1900. 
County of Wilts (Fifteenth Minute), 
dated 23rd October, 1900. 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 


THE CLEKK OF THE HOUSE. 
1. Public Records (Supreme Court of 





’ 
— | Judicature).—Copy of Schedule contain- 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of | ing a List and Particulars of Classes of 
12th November, 1900, approving certain | Documents existing or in ordinary course 
Bye-laws made by the Clyde Pilot Board, | about to exist in the Central Office, and 
relating to the Pilotage Fund of the’ in the District Registries, which are not 
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considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office [by Act]. 

2. Lunacy.-—Copy of Rule in Lunacy, | 
dated 29th October, 1900 [by Act]. 

3. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 
—Accounts of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board for the year ending Ist 
July, 1900 [by Act}. 





QUEEN’S SPEECH. 
Mr. SPEAKER reported Her Majesty’s 
Speech, and read it to the House, as 
followeth :— 


eS My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“Tt has become necessary to make 
further provision for the expenses incurred 
by the operation of My Armies in South 
Africa and China. 


“T have summoned you to hold a 
Special Session in order that you may 
give your sanction to the enactments 
required for that purpose. I will not 
enter upon other public matters requiring 
your attention until the ordinary meeting 
of Parliament in the Spring.” 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[First DAy’s DEBATE. ] 


*Mr. J. E.GORDON (Elgin and Nairn) : 
It has been my privilege to have allotted 
to me the distinguished task of moving in 








MONS} 


functory session ; for in contrast with the 
shortness of the speech is the magnitude 
of the events with which the House is 
called upon to deal. We are on the 
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| present occasion not in the position of 


hon. and right hon. Gentlemen who 
recollect the political controversies of a 
quarter of a century ago, when minor 
subjects such as toll-bars, school-boards, 
| and hares and rabbits caused the uprising 
land the downfall of ministries; but at 
| the end of the century we are on a higher 
‘level of thought. The constituencies of 
‘this kingdom which have returned us for 
the discharge of the onerous duties we 
are about to pursue are realising that 
|they are called upon, as trustees of a 
wider empire, to demand of us, as their 
representatives, no longer to waste our 
time on trivialities or petty party pro- 
jects, but at this great national testing 
time to address ourselves to issues which 
I venture to say have never been sur- 
passed in,their gravity, and which demand 
‘the attention of this honourable House. 
Three times in this century,'so soon to 
close, we, as a nation, have had occasions 
of trial—at the beginning of the century, 
in the middle, and now at the end. And 
although we are fighting a foe small in 
numbers, we have during the last fifteen 
months realised the fact that we are on 
our trial as a nation and as an empire, 
and if in this session of Parliament, 
perhaps with a minimum of debate but 
with a maximum of energy, we assume a 
correctness of attitude towards these great 
issues with which, I believe, the country 


| has so recently called upon us to deal, then 


this House—the great House of Commons | this session of Parliament will not be lost, 


—the reply to the Queen’s Speech. In the 
first place, 1 must ask from hon. Mem- 
bers that indulgence which they ever 
give to those who are placed in the rather 
peculiar position that I have now the | 
honour to occupy. There are at least 
two reasons why I do crave that in- 
dulgence this afternoon. In the first 
place, although I have had the honour of 
a seat for five years in this assembly, I 
think my colleagues will acknowledge 
that I have never unduly trespassed on 
their patience : and, in the next place, we 
have before us to-night no ordinary | 


message from the Crown whereby I might 
take refuge in an empty recital of in- 
numerable classes of projects of legis- 
lation. The Queen’s Speech is re- 
markably short, but I will venture to, 
say that this session need be no per-| 


' but be for ever memorable in the annals 


I may remind the House that 
we who are honoured by, the  confi- 
dence of our constituencies are also 
called upon to show that our political 
correctness is only vouched for if 
our attitude in this House is not 
only in consonance with the feelings 
of the localities from which we come, but 
with that of the wider race of English- 
speaking people whom we now represent 


of history. 


\in this great Empire’s Court of Appeal. I 


may be allowed to congratulate the 
Government upon having carried on the 


| war with vigour up to this point, and we 


may congratulate the nation upon the 
statement of the Field Marshal, who 1s 
now about to return to this country, that 
the war, in its main aspect, is almost 
over. Lord Roberts has indeed earned 
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the gratitude of this people. 
years ago he completed a great and 
laborious life in the East, and yet he 


{6 DECEMBER 1900} 


Some | 


| 
| 
| 


seems to have entered upon a new chapter | 


of national labour, and is about to lay the 
nation under a deep indebtedness, not 
only for a_ successful campaign 
South Africa, but, we hope, for the 


in| 


| 


reconstruction of our Army organisation. | 


We have been fighting with President 
Kruger, and all those influences he has 
gathered round him. May I remind the 
House of the three calculations with 
which Mr. Kruger commenced the cam- 
paign. The first was that he had 
organised out of the ignorance which 
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gigantic, it is at least not likely to reach 
the amount of one year’s revenue or one 
year’s expenditure on drink. There are 
some who have told us that had we 
known the cost in life and treasure we 
might not have embarked upon this war 
[Opposition cheers.] Allow me to reply 
to that cheer from the opposite side. Let 
me suppose that any of the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were in office and this 
country was being threatened by a Con- 


' tinental nation ; that cheer simply means 


exists amongst the Dutch colonists of | 


South Africa a Dutch rebellion amongst 
our fellow-subjects 7,000 miles from our 
base of power. In the next place he 
expected to get assistance on the Conti- 
nent. There is nothing more gratifying 


to me, as a private Member, than to recog- | 
So la a 
South Africa; we should have lost the 


nise that, whilst on the Continent there 
is a most distinct, dangerous flood of hos- 
tility towards us, in the courts and 
councils of those great nations there is a 
correctness of attitude which we recog- 
nise and appreciate. There was another 
calculation, and the Boers, no doubt, 
unfortunately formed a belief upon it 
which subsequent events have shown had 
no solid basis, and that was that if war 
broke out there would be a certain 
amount of sympathy with the Boers 
even in this country itself. We have 


that if the threat was strong enough, 
and the force behind it of sufficient mag- 
nitude, the Gentlemen in office instead 
of defending our Empire would submit to 
threats instead of enforcing our rights. 
Let the hon. Gentlemen calculate what 
the cost of yielding to that ultimatum 
would have been. If the Government 
had not had the courage to grasp this 
problem in both hands two years ago we 
should have lost our friendly colonists in 


one colony without which this Empire 
cannot be complete. I do not sup- 


pose that if one of our great colonies 


was to come with good reason to this 
country and say it had deliberately 
come to the conclusion that its welfare 


| would be better met by a severance from 


the mother land, any Government would 
come here and ask for supplies to prevent 
such severance, except in the one case, 


| the case of the Cape. And that is why the 
' other colonies havecome tothe assistance of 


seen it in the press and heard it on plat- | 


forms. 
I often feel that if the almost universal 


present harmony as to the war policy | 


had been advertised more clearly and 
distinctly before the ultimatum, events 
might have been 
Krager seen us a united people. 
when history comes to be written, those 


Regrets are generally vain, but | 


the Empire. These old continents are only 
now awakening, and those who come 
after us will see that our expenditure at 
the Cape, though it may be vast and 
appear somewhat excessive, that after all 


‘it is only the foundation of a greater 


otherwise—had Mr. | 


I think | 


who blame the action of this nation with | 


its expenditure of life and treasure will 
always look back to the time when peace 
and war were in the balance, and Mr. 
Kruger and his advisers were hesitating 
to issue the ultimatum. ‘This message 
from Her Majesty points directly to the 
cost of the prolongation of the war, but 
I think I may congratulate the House 
upon the fact that it comes at a time 
when the country is not only able to 
sustain its burdens, but at a period 
when the revenue has been ‘increasing by 
leaps and bounds. If our éxponditare 
with regard to this war is likely to be 


Empire, extending towards the Pacific. 
We have been sometimes charged with 
a want of morality with regard to this 
war, but I have been unable to see 
that. Is the re-establishment of good 


government no longer to be considered 


| 


| 


a moral and just cause in a defensive 
war? Was not slavery going to be 
re-established under a Boer confederation 
in South Africa? We are now fighting 
the last great slave war—that is to say, 
we white men are trying to save the 


| blacks, so that not only the Boers and 


British shall have equal liberty when our 


|arms are thrown down, but that the 
| civilised black shall also have that liberty 
‘dr. which he could not hope under the 


rule of the Dutch. We can, I think, con- 


First Day. 
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gratulate ourselves upon the success of 
our arms. Some people seem to think 
and speak of Africa as if it were only a 
unit of geography, but those who have 
visited that vast continent will sympathise 
with our soldiers, who, often without 


proper boots or clothes, have traversed | 
the country from one side to the other. In| 


along illness I have often heard the period 
of convalescence is a dangerous period, 
-and I hope I may be allowed to ask the 
Government to remember this when the 
time for negotiation arrives. We have 
fought a brave fight, but there is always 
a danger to a nation like ours devoted to 
the industries of peace and unaccustomed 
to the conditions under which the Boer 
has lived all his life ; and I feel sure, now 
that the General Election has taken place, 
the people of this country and the people 
-of South Africa are looking to the Govern- 
ment for an assurance that there is not to 
be any turning back from this campaign, 
and that our friends shall be amply 
protected, and our agents in Parlia- 
ment, whether they be here at home 
or at the Cape, in the council chamber or 
the field, shall receive the undivided, 
hearty, and loyal support of this House 
until the campaign is at an end. I have 
trespassed too long upon the attention 
of the House, but the proceedings of this 
House are now being scrutinised by our 
friends in. every quarter of the globe, 
eager to give and to receive support in 
the work of promoting Anglo-Saxon 
civilisation ; and by our rivals that per- 
chance they may be able to detect some 


signs of national degeneracy in the centre | 


of our power. In moving, as I now pre- 
sume to do, an Address to our Sovereign 
(whose gracious personality has played 
so large a part in our Empire’s unity of 
progress), I feel confident that this 
House, the Kingdom, and the Empire 
will heartily support the policy of Her 
Ministers. 


*Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): In rising to second this motion, I 
feel that I must crave the indulgence which 
I understand is always given by this 
House, but which is specially needed by 


one who is an entire stranger to it. I) 
feel, after the very eloquent words of | 


my hon. friend, that no long speech 
is needed to commend this motion to 
the House. We are: asked-ta vote the 
means which are still needed to bring te 
-a close a just. and a necessary war. 


Mr. J. E. Gordon. 
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Opinions have been expressed both in 
public and in private which endeavour in 
some way to make the justice of the war 
dependent upon its cost and success, 
Those opinions have already been alluded 
to by the proposer of this motion, when 
he said that opinions had been expressed 
that we never should have fought this war 
if we had known what the cost would be. 
I protest against this notion. The 
smallest expedition to the north-west 
frontier of India or in West Africa is too 
dear if it be not rightly undertaken, 
whereas the cost of the great war of a 
century since, which added hundreds of 
millions to the National Debt, was well 
fought and was cheaply won. Now, Sir, 
the justice of this war has been impugned 
by many a foreign, and, here and there, 
by a domestic critic, but nothing in any 
of the criticisms which have been passed 
can supply an answer to the three test 
questions which may be put regarding the 
origin of this war. First of all, had the 
British subject in the Transvaal any 
real grievances? Why, Sir, our men 
are harassed and obstructed in every 
field of civil life, in official dealings, in 
industry, in commerce, in local govern- 
ment, in the use of their own language, 
in education, and, in some part, in religion. 
Isay that the man whodenies that they have 
grievances does not know what freedom 
is. In the second place, had Her 
Majesty’s Government a right to inter- 
fere, assuming that there were grievances, 
to obtain redress? Sir, surely, I would 
submit, Her Majesty’s Government has a 
right to interfere to redress the wrongs of 
Her Majesty’s subjects in whatever part 
of the world they may be pursuing a law- 
ful calling; but when those subjects are 
suffering from wrongs inflicted by the 
subordinate Government of ’a dependent 
State, which was created by the tolerance 
of the people of the United Kingdom, 
which was protected by our arms, and 
which was re-established through our 
misplaced weakness or generosity, it is 
‘not so much a question of the right to 
interfere as of a bounden and imperative 
duty. In the third place, granted the 
right, how is it to be done? Some will 
say by diplomacy. Yes, Sir, but diplo- 
macy has its limits. The idea of negotia- 
| tion implies willingness on both sides to 
igive and to take something; but when 
|years of- memoranda, conferences, and 
laterviews neve disclosed the fact that on 
| the one_side everything is expected, and 
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from the other side everything is | the old, but not one whit more 
demanded, it is surely time when;than the humblest mechanic who 


diplomacy must stand aside, and to let a 
stronger force come in. It is true, Sir, 
that in this case there were special 
features, owing to circumstances to which 


[ will not particularly refer, but will any | 


man maintain that the memory of one 
sordid and ignominious fiasco, which 
arose not only without the connivance of 
Her Majesty’s Government, but without 


| does his work. One privilege alone the 
| capitalist and the mining shareholder 
| will have over the mechanic—that of 
paying, and not lightly, for the freedom 
which both alike are to share. I do not 
think that any burden is likely to be put 
upon the people of our colony in the future 
that will cripple its industry or check its 
development, but short of that I think 


somuch asthe knowledge of any of its | that we may fairly assure those connected 
members, should for ever paralyse the | with the mining industry that they may 
power of England? We owed it to our- | look forward with patriotic enthusiasm— 
selves to invoke in the last resort the|those at least who are British sub- 
force of arms. It is true that we were | jects—to making a substantial contri- 
spared this necessity through the rash in- | bution towards the reduction of their 
solence of our adversaries, but we cannot | country’s liabilities. But, Sir, when all 
deny that it might have been our duty | has been paid by the Colony that the 
to take the initiative and to call in arms| Colony may fairly be asked to pay, 
where words had failed, for I submit that | there will still be a heavy balance which 





we should have been as dead to our interest | 
as to our honour if we were never pre- | 
pared to throw the sword into the scale. 
This war has revealed in some ways our | 
strength, and in others our weakness. It 
has revealed our strength in the bravery 
of our soldiers, in the excellence of our | 
transport, and in the loyal devotion of 
our colonies. In the same way also it} 
has revealed our weakness in our military | 
organisation, in our military education, | 
and, perhaps, in our constitutional | 
machinery itself. This is not the time 
to go into these matters, and I mention 
them only for one reason. Foreign 
critics have painted for themselves a 
picture of this country in which we are 
represented as a nation of unscrupulous, | 
deliberate, calculating aggressors. That 
isnot the view of foreign Governments, | 
whose friendly attitude we gladly acknow- | 
ledge, but it prevails too widely among their 
subjects. Now, Sir, if anything has been | 
proved by this war, it is that for a war | 
of aggression we were wholly unprepared. | 
Therefore, I think our critics are reduced | 
tothis dilemma: that either as aggressors | 
we had not sufficiently mastered our réle | 
to be formidable, or else that we had | 
essayed to play the part at all. There is | 
another point to which, for a moment, I 
would briefly allude: It is that this war | 
was brought about, and that its settle- | 
ment will be manipulated by the machina- | 
tions of capitalists and by those connected 
with the mining industry in the Trans- 
. ~ . | 
vaal. Sir, I do not deny that the capita- | 
list, or the mining shareholder, will prefer 
the new Government of that country to. 


the people of the United Kingdom will 
gladly meet. Once the people of this 


country are convinced of the justice and 


the necessity of the war, it is no longer a 
question of more or less. You cannot have 
your twenty millions or your fifty millions’ 
worth of war—and stop. The liabilities 
of a war like this are secured upon the 
resources of the British Empire, and the 
work must be put through no matter what 
the cost, what the trouble, or the tem- 
porary or incidental suffering which either 
party may be called upon to endure. In 
seconding this resolution I feel that I am 
but expressing a loyal people’s assurance to 
Her Gracious Majesty of their unalterable 
determination that the blood and tears 
of the past year shall not have been shed 
in vain. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your -Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament. ”—(J/r. Gordon.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, my first 
duty is to express—and I am certain I 
can do so on behalf of all those who have 
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been present and who have heard the two 
speeches to which we have just listened 


—our warm appreciation of the ability | 


and eloquence and clearness with which 
the mover and seconder of the Address 
have discharged the important duties 
entrusted to them. And I think I may 
be permitted to say of the seconder 
especially—who, I believe, is entirely a 
novice in Parliamentary life—that he has 
shown himself able to take his place 
wmong us, and has in no sense, except 


in the matter of priority of time, 
come behind his hon. colleague, to 


whom we have often before listened with | 


pleasure in past years. Now, Sir, Parlia- 
ment has been summoned at this season, 
as it was called together in the autumn of 
last year, for a short session, necessitated 
by special circumstances, and I under- 
stand that it is the desire of the Govern- 
ment to follow the course which was taken 
last year, at the instance, I believe, of 
some Members sitting on this side of the 
House —namely, that our proceedings 
and discussions on this occasion should 
he confined to matters of immediate 


importance relating to administration and | 
policy connected with the circumstances | 


in which we are met, and that all other 
topics, as, for instance, projects of legisla- 
tion, or promising fields of 


session, which will open at the usual 


time of the year, when there will be) 
again a Speech from the Throne and | 


ample opportunity for all Members of 
the House to bring before the House 
matters in which they are interested. 
That opportunity, of course, will be a 
full and unrestricted opportunity, em- 
bracing the subjects with which this 
short session may have concerned itself, 
and which may then have assumed a 
more developed state, and ranging over 
the whole administrative and legislative 
policy of the country. If this is to be 
the understanding, I do not anticipate 
that there will be either any desire or 
any tendency to unduly prolong the 
present session. Now, Sir, my atten- 
tion is naturally called in the first 
place to the Speech which has 
just been delivered from the Throne, 
and, perhaps, as this is a new Parliament, 
to prevent any mistake in the minds of 
new Members, 1 may observe that when 
we speak of the gracious Speech from the 
Throne, the graciousness arises from the 
mouth into which the Speech is put and 
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tion, may be reserved till the ordinary | 


the Queen’s Speech. 
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| from which it comes, and that the Speech 
itself is the production of Her Majesty's 
Government, which we are entirely at 
liberty to criticise without fear or favour, 
I have heard this Speech spoken of as a 
brief Speech. If I wanted to search for 
a perfectly apposite adjective I should 
say that it is in every sense of the word 
a jejune Speech. There are one or two 
remarkable omfssions from it, and 
variations from the ordinary practice, 
I have already posed before the House 
|to-day as a supporter of the Consti- 
tution. On this occasion I have to 
present myself again in that character, 
because I do think that these ancient 
forms and phrases, however pedantic it 
may be to dwell upon them as of great 
importance, do cover certain principles or 
certain views of politics which it is most 
desirable that we should preserve. The 


| first thing that I observe in this Speech is 


that it omits a declaration which is always 
satisfactory and always courteous, and, I 
think, need not be omitted for the mere 
sake of saving the paper and ink that 
would be used by it—a declaration of the 
satisfaction with which Her Majesty car 
assure us that her relations with other 
Powers are excellent. I think that just 
| at this time it would have been peculiarly 
apposite to have had such a declaration— 
not that we have any doubt on the sub- 
ject, but that we think that good relations 
between ourselves and foreign Powers are 
so peculiarly necessary and essential to 
us at this moment that it would have 
| been a satisfaction to everybody to have 
been assured of them. I have investi- 
gated the matter to see if this is the first 
time that Her Majesty’s Government have 
omitted these words, and I find that in 
the short session of October last there 
was not any explicit ‘statement as 
to the relations with other Powers, 
| but we were told that “the condition of 
the world, except in South Africa, con- 
| tinues to be peaceful,” and that, I sup- 
pose, included the other assurance. Now 
there is nothing of the sort. There is 
, such a hurry toj be at us with a demand 
for money that there is no time even for 
the most courteous and complimentary 
| reference to the relations of Her Majesty's 
Government with the other Governments 
of the world. The next observation I 
have to make is that the Speech plunges 
rather abruptly into the presence of the 
-war; there is no explanation, 00 
‘allusion at all to the necessity for 





107 


com: 
the 
who 
treat 
war 
up b 
with 
whic 
cons; 
itself 
is V 
requ 
in Ss 
come 
what 
“Pay 
to b 
tion 
And 
what 
a Spe 
sion 
votec 
appes 
Com1 
neces 
sense 
the | 
forms 
ject ; 
descr 
“T] 
demat 
service 
will | 
will b 
Wea 
menti 
both 
to “s 
that t 
the A 
tion 0 
de git 
this E 
of Lor 
and ¢ 
and I 
been 1 
of C 
exerci 
voting 
omissi 
kind, 
solem1 
Queen 
with 
Parlia 
they 


106 


eech 
sty’s 
y at 
your, 
as a 
1 for 
ould 
word 
two 
and 
tice, 
louse 
ynsti- 
Pe to 
cter, 
lent. 
ic it 
sreat 
es or 
most 
The 
ch is 
ways 
id, I 
mere 
that 
f the 
- Cal 
other 
, Just 
jiarly 
on— 
. sub- 
tions 
"S$ are 
ial to 
have 
have 
vesti- 
» first 
, have 
at in 
there 
t as 
wers, 
ion of 
, COn- 
sup 
Now 
ere is 
mant 
on for 
ntary 
esty'$ 
ments 
ion | 
unges 
yf the 
/ no 
y for 





107 Address in Answer to 


coming at this time for more money for 
the war. The two hon. Gentlemen 
who have just spoken have, indeed, 
treated us to disquisitions upon the 
war and upon nothing else, bringing 
up before us old arguments and old views 
with which we are quite familiar, and 
which they expressed with novel and 
conspicuous force. But in the Speech 
itself it is assumed, apparently, that there 
is war going on, and that money is 
required for the operations of the armies 
in South Africa and China; and then 
comes a peremptory, not to say some- 
what cavalier, demand for money. 
“Pay, pay, pay!” appears to me 
to be the tune to which this _ por- 
tion of the Speech is adapted. 
And this demand is couched in a some- 
what singular manner. Was there ever 
aSpeech before at the opening of a ses- 
sion at which money was expected to be 
voted, in which there was nota special 
appeal to the Members of the House of 
Commons to vote the supplies that were 
necessary ? [Even if it was not common- 
sense and common decency, I have here 
the highest authority controlling our in- 
formation and our views upon this sub- 
ject; for Sir Erskine May’s book says, 
describing the Speech from the Throne— 
“ The Sovereign addresses the Commons and 
demands the annual supplies for the public 
service, and acquaints them that Estimates 
will be laid before them of the amount that 
will be required.” 
Weare not soinformed here. There isno 
mention of Estimates. On the contrary, 


both the Lords and Commons are invited | 


to “sanction enactments.” It is quite true 
that there is a certain enactment called 
the Appropriation Bill to which the sanc- 
tion of the House of Lords will no doubt 
%e given, but we are rather doubtful in 
this House as to the powers of the House 
of Lords even overthat particular measure, 


and certainly there ought to have been— | 


and I should like to know why it has 
been neglected—an appeal to the House 
of Commons in the ordinary way to 
exercise its usual liberality in the 
voting of supplies. Then there is another 
omission of an even more remarkable 
kind, and that I shall refer to with all 
solemnity. Has there ever been a 
Queen’s Speech before that did not end 
with an invocation of the blessing of 
Almighty God on the proceedings of 
Parliament? Here, as I said before, 
they are in such a hurry to get money 
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from us that they talk of enactments and 
of our sanctioning enactments, and leave 
out the prayer. It seems as if they think 
us past praying for. They have left out 
all idea or notion of laying any petition 
on the subject before the Throne of the 
Almighty, which has been included, I be- 
lieve, in every Queen’s Speech that has 
ever been printed before. These are 
very small matters, no doubt, in one 
sense, but as I have said, it is not mere 
pedantry. Depend upon it there is some- 
thing in even the smallest of these 
forms, and I think that, however short 
the session, and however desirous 
people may be to get rid as soon as 
possible of the inconvenience of staying 
in London, the Queen’s Speech, at least, 
might have retained the usual terms in 


which such a document is couched. 
Now the fact which above all 
others forces itself on our. atten- 


tion on finding ourselves here again 
is the change that has come over Her 
Majesty’s Government since we separated 
a month or two ago. I am at a little loss 
to know how to speak or to think of the 
Government opposite. Is it the old 
Government or is it the new Govern- 
ment? The materials, if I may so put 
it, the ingredients of its composition, are 
the same, but they are somehow 
differently mixed, and there are two con- 
spicuous figures whom we are accustomed 
to see on the bench opposite, and whose 
absence we remark and deplore. There 
is the late First Lord of the Admiralty, 
who has kad a long, a strenuous, and a 
mcst honourable career in this House of 
Commons, who held strong opinions and 
expressed them strongly, but who 
always managed not to lose the good 
opinion and the kindly feeling even of 
his opponents, and in whom we were 
accustomed to admire, even more than 
his marvellous intellectual acuteness, the 
loftiness of his character and his obvious 
earnestness and sincerity. He was of the 
old school of public men—a school which 
is gradually but rapidly disappearing 
from among us. The best wish 
that I can formulate for the new 
school is that it should retain and 
exhibit some of the virtues of the 
old. I would say this of Mr. Goschen— 
that there are many of us whose pleasant 
recollection of him will not be made less 
pleasant because of his parting declaration 
that during the last two or three years he 
was so engrossed in the business of his 
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own Department that he could pay but | We heard nothing of it during the General 


little attention to the general policy of | Election. 


the Government with which he was | 


nected. Again, there is the late Home 
Secretary, who, though still, I believe, a 
Member of this House, is, if we 
rightly informed, shortly going to leave 
us. He has conducted the affairs 
Department in a benign and careful spirit, 
the precise spirit that is required for such 
delicate and vital interests as those he 
has had to deal with. 


are | 


of his | 


He, too, like Mr. | 


Goschen, apparently, has found his duty | 


too hard for him, although he was in the 
plenitude of his meridian strength, and 
he has asked to be relieved of office. It 
must have been with a pang that the 
Prime Minister and his colleagues parted 
with him, for they knew how much they 
owed to him, but they could not resist 
his appeal. Ido not extend this melan- 
choly list to include the right hon. Gentle- 


| this ? 


mantheMemberforSleaford,whosesorrows | 


have heen so frankly exposed to the 
sympathy of the world, because we are 
all of us delighted to know that we are to 
retain among us his genial presence and 
his stately and sonorous rhetoric. But 


Lord Salisbury, who is the great manipu- | 
wv? > | 


lator, 


has given a turn of the wrist to the 


kaleidoscope, and all the brilliant little | 


pieces of glass have fallen into a new | 
collocation with each other. It is| 
wonderful ; we cannot yet say whether it 
is beautiful ; it will be some time before | 
we can judge whether the new picture is | 
prettier than the old. But I must make | 
this remark. It is much to be regretted | 
that the country, when it was consulted | 
only a few weeks ago, was not allowed to | 
see or to know anything of the constitu- 
tion of the new Government which was 
so soon to take 
holders of office. 
difference, either 


_ 


diminished or in- 


| 


the place of the then | 
Who can tell what ! 


Were they aware of it? lf 
so, why was not a hint or whisper giv en? 
Or were they not aware of it? Can it be 
they did not foresee it and, in that case, 
is this a fresh instance of the practice we 
have so often witnessed when those who 
steer our barque of State and are scan. 
ning the horizon or looking into the 
immediate future carefully apply the 
telescope to a blind eye? Surely the 
electorate when called upon to choose a 
Government ought not to be kept in the 
dark on so grave and significant a fact as 
Some explanation, nay, I will say 
some excuse, ought to be offered for suck 
an inconsistency between silence in 
October and urgency in November in 
this important financial matter. On this, 
the first occasion of our meeting, a good 
deal will naturally be thought and said 
about the recent General Election. I am 
quite aware that there is always a great 
soreness left in men’s hearts after a General 
Election. I am quite aware that in the 
hurly-burly many wild things are said and 
done which are better forgotten, and | 
am not constitutionally disposed either 
to cherish myself or encourage in others 
resentment or recrimination in such a 
case. but, Mr. Speaker, the recent 
|General Election was not an ordinary 
| General Election. It was exceptional in 
its time and in the manner in which it 
was conducted. Now that we are away 
from the clamour of excited meetings 
and free from the dust and noise of plat- 
forms in this calmer atmosphere we may 
look at it coolly, and, while I have 
| formed a strong opinion on the subject, 
and have not hesitated to express that 
opinion in unequivocal terms which | 
should be readv to use again, I wish to- 
night to maintain moderation of tone, 


‘and merely, if the House will allow me, 


creased confidence, such a glimpse of the | 


reality would have made? On _ the 
whole, when one thinks of it, perhaps 
the right hon. Gentlemen, or those 
who advised them, exercised a _ wise 
electioneering discretion in keeping the 
future dark and speaking only vaguely 
of strengthening and _ reconstructing. 
Pursuing the same line 
would seck an explanation. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman, when he comes to 
speak, explain how it comes about that, 
within a few weeks of a general election, 


of thought, [| 


state some of the reasons for the opinions 
which I have been driven to form. Now, 
the election of a new Parliament is « 
grave and solemn constitutional act, and 
it ought to be effected at a time—unless 
some unforeseen emergency comes in the 
way—-when the popular voice can be 
most fully consulted. But on this occa- 
sion the election was fixed for the very 
time of the year above all others when 
the number of available voters was at the 
lowest ebb. It was in England within a 
week or two, and in Scotland positively 


a financial exigency has arisen which | within a day or two, of the expiry of the 


requires Parliament to be sameness t old register. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


Now, on all occasions 
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when there has been a necessity for an 
autumn election there has been a special 


measure passed for the purpose of expe- | 
But Parliament | 


diting the new register. 
was prorogued in August, and nothing was 
said when we dispersed about this elec- 


tion, which the Government then kept up | 


their sleeves. [ am a simple-minded 
person, and am ready to believe in the 


straightforward conduct of all public. 
men, and I declare that I refused to | 


believe, down to the very last moment, 
when the announcement was made—and 
I could bring friends of mine on both 
sides of the House to bear witness to it— 
that a British Cabinet could be capable 
of such an act. The election took place 
at the most unfavourable time of the 
year. It had been deliberately selected, 
Ido not say for that reason, at a time 
when a large number of voters were prac- 
tically disfranchised. What were the 
excuses for this premeditated precipi- 
tancy, as I would call it? If the excuses 
are inconsistent, that is not my fault. 
The first was that the war was ended in 
September, therefore we must have a 
dissolution. The next was that the war 
would not be ended until a large majority 
was returned for the Government, show- 
ing what the feeling of the country was. 
The next was that the Government must 
have the support of the country—I think 
one member of the Government said the 
unanimous support of the country—for 
their policy of settlement in South Africa 
which they had ready to disclose. But 
what do we see, and how do these excuses 
fall in with the facts? Was the war 
ended in September? No. Has the 
result of the elections stopped it or 
caused it to abate? No, Sir. Have we 
heard from Britisher, Boer, or Free 
Stater—has anyone heard—a word or 
syllable of the system of settlement 
which was so urgent, and which necessi- 
tated the election at that time? Nota 
word, Sir, and there is no reason why 
the election should not have been held in 
January just as well as in September and 
October. The weeks as they passed have 
shown how hollow and empty were those 
excuses, and we are driven, therefore, to 
the real motive which the course and con- 


duct of the election have frankly dis- | 


closed—namely, the desire to use the 
patriotic feeling of the country, which is 


the common pride and property of every | 
citizen, whatever his political views, for | 
the party advantage of Her Majesty’s | 
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| Government. Therefore it was necessary 
| to hasten the election before the glamour 
was over. Now, Sir, I have said we had 
no announcement of the intention to hol t 
the election while Parliament lasted. I 
mean by that that we had no authorita- 
tive announcement. But we had certain 
volunteered and irresponsible suggestions 
that it should take place, and among 
these I remember one, a letter sent to 
The Times by a Conservative Member 
of the House, a copy of which I 
have got here, in which he pointed 
out the reasons why it was, in 
his view, necessary for the Govern- 
ment to take advantage of this efferves- 
cence of feeling in the country before it 
subsided. He ends his letter by saying— 


‘*T have every contidence in that appeal to 
asworn jury, but I have none if the record of 
the Unionist party be behind us and if only 

,common local electioneering is before the- 


people.” 

He knew there would be no confidence in 
the result of the election if they had only 
the record of the Unionist party to draw 
upon. Therefore he says— 


“Every week after our troops have reached 
Pretoria will add to the ignoble army of 
shallow critics, and among them all large 
principles will be submerged or lost.” 


That was the voice of one crying in the 
wilderness, of an independent man who 
exercised practically little authority. But 
the Government evidently could not have 
thought the writer either a foolish person 
making a preposterous suggestion, or a 
blundering person letting the cat out of 
the bag, and possibly the wrong cat, 
because they have selected the writer of 
that letter for the delicate, confidential, 
and important duty of moving the 
Address. 


*Mr. J. E. GORDON: As the right 
hon. Gentleman has alluded to me, I may 
say that naturally he has not read the 
whole of my letter. Had the right hon. 
Gentleman done so he would have seen 
that my appeal was to a responsible 
electorate, and that my reference to 
common local electioneering was naturally 
not to the electioneering on my own side. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
'The fact which pleases me most in the 
utterances of the hon. Gentleman is that 
in which he says that if they trusted to 
the record of the Unionist party he had 
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no confidence in the result of the General 
Election. Now, Sir, there is not a man 
on the other side of the House who, as a 
man, and forgetting he is a politician, as 
we ought all to do occasionally—there is 
not a man who does not know that we 
who sit opposite to him are actuated by 
every whit as high patriotic motives as 
he is. We may be wrong-headed, short- 
sighted, if you like—|‘ Hear, hear” |—I am 
obliged to my hon. friend for his compli- 
mentary cheer—but, however wrong- 
headed and short-sighted we may be in so 
far as some of us object to the policy of 
the Government in this respect or that, it 
is because we think it will injure instead 
of benefiting the Empire; and yet at the 
recent General Election we were held 
up to odium as being, most of us, 
traitors, as desiring the success of the 
enemies of our country, and _ the 
electors were warned again and again 
that votes given for Liberals were 
votes given for the Boers, and this not by 
some small partisan or local agent, or 
some obscure wire-puller, but by Cabinet 
Ministers. Sir, I am not going into any 
details on that gruesome subject ; but, in 
the interests of that moderation of tone 
which I am seeking to preserve, I refrain 
from frankly — characterising — such 
manceuvres and artifices. I am content 
to leave them to the condemnation 
which they will receive in the sight of 
the world. But there is another episode 
to which I must particularly refer. There 
was the unauthorised publication of 
private letters—letters of different kinds, 
some by Members of Parliament, some 
by distinguished men at the Cape. Why 
were they published? They were picked 
out from a large number of other letters, 
no doubt, but were they published for 
any public purpose? No. Under any 
public necessity ! No. What, then, was 
the object? Simply to discredit and 
blacken, if possible, the opponents of the 
Government. Even if one or two 
were a hundredfold more improper 
than any of us think they were, 
still they were private letters. Every 
one of them was a_ private letter. 
What is said of a man in private life who 
publishes a private letter for his own ad- 
vantage that has somehow come into his 
hands? Why, he is visited with the ex- 
tremest penalty that a society un- 
organised by law can inflict. Am I to 
be told that an act of this kind, which 


would exclude a man from honourable 
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' society, is an honourable act on the part 
of a Minister of the Crown? No doubt 
much more may be said on subjects con- 
nected with the elections, but for the 
present I leave them behind me, and 
turn to others, larger and more pressing, 
but not more important ; for these are 
incidents which appear to me to mark a 
serious deterioration, a step towards the 
degradation of the public life of our 


country. The war in South Africa still 
engrosses our attention and _ interest, 
and what is the most remarkable 


circumstance when we think of it now? 
It is that the British public know go 
little about it. Never has a war, great 
or small, been conducted with so little 
communication of authentic information 
as to its incidence and policy. Since the 
earlier days of the war we have not had 
a despatch published. We have had 
newspaper correspondence with stories 
not always to be relied on; we have had 
private letters, some of which have been 
published in the Press; we have had 
scrappy, hasty telegrams—I do not com- 
plain of their being hasty and scrappy in 
the circumstances in which they were 
despatched by officers in command— but 
we have had no despatch whatever ex- 
plaining or summing up any one incident 
in the whole of the campaign. Now, I 
hold that this is not respectful to the 
British public or to the House of Com- 
mons. We hear a good deal in these 
days about a thing called “ Imperialism,” 
and everybody is contending with every- 
body else as to the best kind of In- 
perialism to profess. There is an Imperial- 
ism in the sense of devotion to and desire 
to maintain our Empire. But there is 
an Imperialism which may have, and does 
have, another meaning, when an Execu- 
tive Government takes n_ itself to 
manage all the affairs of the country and 
the representatives of the people are 
ignored, when the country is kept in the 
dark, when plans are laid to evade the 
interference of the Legislature, when 
things are done and resolutions announced 
at the moment when the representative 
body has become dumb and when all 
doubters, critics, and scoffers are classed 
together as discreditable persons guilty of 
a sort of lése mayesté against the Executive 
Government. That is Imperialism as we 
have seen it in other countries; is theregiot 
a little danger that we may drift into some 
sort of squalid, shabby imitation of it 
here? Two reasons have been given for 
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the non-publication of despatches. Earlier 
in the war certain despatches were pub- 
lished in relation to the Spion Kop 
incident, despatches in relation to 
the then recent event, 


fore the subject of comment and 
criticism. We asked what good could be 
gained by the publication of such de- 
spatches. We called the Government to 
account for the publication of those 
despatches, and they said—or at any rate 
if they did not say as much they acted as 
if it was their feeling—‘ Since you will 
not have these we will give you no 
despatches.” So that the petulance we have 
sometimes seen 
magnified in this case into a policy, and 
for months and months we have had no 


despatch. Another reason given is that | 
we are promised a full and searching 


inquiry into the conduct of the war, the 
preparations for war, and the execution of 
plans in relation to the war in South 
Africa. There has been some inclination 
indicated by mistaken views in some 
speeches made as if the Government were 
seeking to get out of this obligation, but 


it is useless for them to attempt this, for | 


they are pledged as never was Govern- 
ment pledged before. This is all very 
well, but that is no reason why meantime 
we should be kept entirely in the dark. 
The final autopsy may be interesting, in- 


structive, and valuable, but are we not to | 
know anything of the course and cause of 


events as they occur? Taxpayers have 
poured out their money like water ; there 
are men and women whose sons 
brothers have lost their lives and been 
exposed to hardships in all the reverses 
and successes, assaults and defences, cap- 
tures and surrenders, marching and 
fighting, through all these months, 
am I to be told that these are to have no | 
reasonable and sufficient explanation of | 
what has oecurred and of events which | 
oftentimes seem hard to understand ?| 
Why, it is carry ing reticence to a 
ridiculous extent to say because there is | 
to be a grand inquisition at the end of | 
all these “things there shall be nothing 
done in the meantime. This was not so 
in the Crimean War, or in the Peninsular 
Wars, or in the Indian Mutiny, or in any 
former war. When, I ask, is the veil to 
be lifted? Itrust that at least some 
satisfaction will be given to the natural 
and reasonable interest that is being dis- 
played by our countrymen. There is yet 
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a larger question on which information 
may be sought, and ought to be given, 
perhaps that may be included in the final 
inquiry, but at least we ought to have 
some explanation how it is that from first 
to last of this long story, every promise, 
estimate, and expectation held out to us 
from the Treasury Bench—I will not say 
promise, but every estimate and explana- 
tion—has been falsified by events. Mis- 
calculation has followed miscalculation, 
one following on the heels of the other 
from the beginning, miscalculations of 
finance, of power and of the force and 
temper of our enemies. At the present 
moment the chief subject on which infor- 
mation is earnestly, even impatiently, 
sought—I am sure I am right in saying— 
in the country, is the policy of the war. 
I do not mean the South African policy 
of the Government; I do not mean the 
question of the origin of the war or any 
of those points upon which we have had 
discussions and which are accepted and 
over; what I refer to is the policy being 
pursued, or to be pursued, in the war with 
the view of bringing it to an early close 
with as little suffering as possible, and 
also—let us not forget this—with as 
little damage as posssble to the future 
prosperity and happiness of the South 
African population. The Government 
must be aware there is great uneasiness on 
the subject, and I believe, for my part, 
there is no difference of opinion in the 
House as to the objects and end to be 
kept in view. What is the state of things 
at present? We were told during the 
election that the war was ended, but how 
many men have we now in South Africa ? 
I cannot say with accuracy, but I suppose 
some 200,000 or 220,000, and these men 
are not there in idleness or safety. I 
have not seen any representation of the 
occurrences during November, but I have 
seen a map for the month of October 
showing the places in the Transvaal and 
| Orange territory where fighting took place 
| during the month, and, counting these, I 
| found they numbered over 80, in most of 
which lives had been lost. And yet we 
were told the war was over. Our daily 
papers contain long lists of casualties. 
Once a week we send out drafts to South 
Africa, and there is no serious reduction, 
and apparently there can be no serious re- 
duction of our force there yet. I think it is 
very desirable that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should tell us broadly what are the 
intentions of the Government in regard to 
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certain classes of men—the Reservists, for 
instance, who left their employment and 
whose places were kept open in many 
cases by patriotic employers. Surely 
these on the first opportunity should be 
allowed to return to civil occupations. 
Then, also, there are the gallant Yeomanry 
and Volunteers who, in the crisis of their 
country, sprang to arms and served so 
nobly. Surely these should not be kept 
on service a day longer than is abso- 
lutely necessary. It would be a poor 
reward for the alacrity with which 
they volunteered. I do not wish to play 
Cassandra’s vole, but I may say that we are 
coming to the time of year when the 
frightful scourge of enteric fever may be 
apprehended, and bad as it was last year, 
it may well be worse this year, because 
the germs of the disease will remain. You 
have a vast territory, ranging over which 
are armed bands varying in numbers from 
a score or less to a thousand, mobile, 
lightly equipped, inured to the climate, 
fond of the life, knowing the country, 
and facilitated in all their operations 
by the inhabitants. In these bands 
are all sorts of men, from reckless 
adventurers to stern patriots, but they are 
formidable foes with whom our brave 
fellows have to cope. They are able to 
cope with them, and I do not doubt for a 
moment that they can give a good account 
of them, but it will be a long, painful, 
and costly business, costly in life as well 
es in money. ‘That is the situation at 
present. Now in the course of meeting 
these irregular hostilities certain harsh 
measures have been authorised and taken, 
the burning of farms, the destruction and 
carrying away of property, the deporting of 
womenandchildren, andit cannot be denied 
that these things have moved the country 
and that many a heart revolts against 
them. I am not going to dwell upon 
them, still less am I going to criticise 
them. I decline to express any hostile 
opinion upon the subject ; we have not 
the information to justify it ; but, know- 


ing the feeling of the country, I call upon | 


the Government for facts. What is the 
system pursued, what are the instructions 
given, what are the intentions of these 
proceedings? I shall await that informa- 
tion before even attempting to form a 
judgment. But when I come to form a 
Government [loud laughter|—form a 


judgment—I for my part, and I am sure | 


most of us, will be animated by two senti- 
ments. In the first place, the most 
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perfect confidence in the humanity and 
generosity of the British soldier and the 
British officer. We hear the most pre- 
posterous attacks made upon them in 
some places, with which I have not oily 
no sympathy, but which I repudiate with 
indignation and scorn. As to the impu- 
tation of cruelty, why we know the 
British soldier, we know that he is the 
most warm-hearted, the most tender- 
hearted, the most soft-hearted creature, and 
if we went no further than the old adage 
nemo repente uit turpissimus, we know 
that the men in the ranks of the British 
Army are not capable of excesses of 
the kind attributed to them: on the 
contrary, when put to this duty, in the 
case of ali alike, whether officers or men, 
it is sorely against their liking. I have 
always been a disbeliever in the stories 
that have been told, on both sides, of dis- 
creditable, irregular, and cruel outrages. 
In the second place, I yield to no man in 
the absolute homage I would pay to 
military necessity. I have no desire, and 
I am sure the people of this country have 
no desire, through over-sensitiveness, to 
weaken or hamper the conduct of the 
war. Yet even from the point of view of 
the war, and the hope cf a speedy ter- 
mination to it, I am slow to believe, with 
a brave, resolute, stubborn enemy, come 
of a stubborn race, that to drive him to 
despair is the way to make him surrender. 
The common desire of us ail is to end 
this war, with its miseries and sufferings, 
and to prevent it from dragging on, but 
that is not our whole desire. We desire 
also that when hostilities end they should 
leave behind them the best elements, the 
greatest promise of harmony and content- 
ment. It cannot be so in every case. I 
can imagine a punitive expedition sent 
against some turbulent tribe of Afridis, or 
mutinous Sudanese, or _ half-civilised 
people of that sort, where it may be a 
defensible policy to harry them, devastate 
their homes, and in punishing them to 
make them an example pour encourager 
les autres, and then to leave them to 
recover themselves as best they may. 
But these men we have now in 
arms against us are not going to 
be left behind in some _ strange 
country to sink or swim as they can 
manage. They are the very men, they 
‘and their kinsiolk, who feel with and for 
them, whether in the two States cr in the 
| colonies, who will be our future fellow- 
citizens; they are the men whose loyal 
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and friendly relations to us we are to} have 


depend upon in South Africa. And what 
sort of beginning do you make of it if you 
drive them to desperation? I would 


{6 DECEMBER 


earnestly invite the right hon. Gentleman , 


on behalf of the Government to declare 
their policy; the opportunity happily 
offers itself in this meeting of Parliament. 
Let them declare a policy which will not 
only tend to the early cessation of war, 
but will open auspiciously the new era of 
British rule in those countries. British 
rule is not in question ; we are all agreed 
as to the incorporation of those terri- 
tories—[An Hon. MemBer: No.]— 
with that exception, with all respect to 
my unknown friend behind me, whom I 
do not see, and therefore with no personal 
disrespect the exemption may be disre- 
garded. I, at any rate, regard the incor- 
poration of those territories as an 
absolutely necessary sequence of the war ; 
there is no question of that, but that is 
all that has been announced. ‘These men 
that are in the field against us just now, 
what do they know of the policy of the 
Government or of this country ? All they 
know is that they are to be deprived of 
their independence as a nation. They 
know noching else. Why should they 
not be told that their co-operation as 
citizens will be sought, and that by-and- 
by, when things have settled down and 
there is safety, they will have their share 
in the full rights of self-government ! 
Why should it not be announced to them 


that if they will lay down their arms, 


leaders and burghers alike, if they will 
return to their homes and resume their 
old life, they will enjoy their property 
with their families, and that their kins- 
folk who have been sent as prisoners to 
exile will be restored on the same terms ? 
Would not such a proclamation lift the 
cloud of despair from off them and let the 


dawn of a new hope soften their feelings | 


towards their conquerors? Enough, 


surely, has 


been done through the 


bravery of our soldiers and their sacri- | 


fices for honour and for dignity. Let 


the statesman’s voice now be heard in| 


sounding the first notes of a new con- 
cord between the races, and if this 
announcement was of no avail, if it should 
so happen that these obdurate men dis- 
regarded it and pursued their hopeless 
struggle, then at least the people of this 


country, yes, and our fellow-subjects in 


1900} 


the satisfaction of knowing taat 
been left undone in the 
humanity and of peace, 
and, let me add, in the  humbler 
interests of common sense. The history 
of Her Majesty’s Government has been 
such that, having started with but a poor 
equipment of confidence in them, I have 
long since lost that with which I was 
originally endowed. But I believe them 
to be men entirely of generous and humane 
impulses ; I trust that they may be pre- 
pared to give some satisfactory assurances 
on this grave matter. If we do not re- 
ceive such assurances I hope that we 
shall have an opportunity before this de- 
bate ends of recording our strong desire 
for some such policy as I have indicated. 
I have to make the usual appeal for papers; 
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nothing had 
interests ot 


I think there must be some regular 
papers due long ere this, besides the 


despatches and other ivems of information 
to which I have referred. Turning for a 
moment or two to the other part of the 
world to which our business in this ses- 
sion as defined in the Speech refers, 
namely, China, I have to renew this 
monotonous complaint of lack of infor- 
mation. We are sadly in want of 
authentic official information on that sub- 
ject. Inthe absence of papers it is im- 
possible, it seems to me, to discuss the 
question, which has been greatly compli- 
cated since the prorogation. Shortly 
before the prorogation the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War, then 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, made 
a statement which was then reassuring, 
discreet, and reasonable, and gave 
great satisfaction to the House. 
But since then matters have _ be- 
come much more complicated. As 
I have mentioned the Department 
previously represented here by that right 
hon. Gentleman, let me interpolate the 
expression of a hope that there will not 
be continued the curious rule, originated 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
and novel to the House, of restricting the 
number of questions that can be put to 
the representative of that Department. I 


‘cannot understand why any such rule 


should exist, and if it has been assented 
to in the House of Commons it is simply 
because the House has been too astonished 
at it to bring the Government to book. 
The right hon. Gentleman and | the 
other day expressed our perfect confi- 


the African. colonies, and our friends, such | dence that Mr. Speaker would be able to 


as remain to us, in the world, would | conduct all our proceedings with perfect 
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order, and in nothing has Mr. Speaker 
been more energetic and successful than 
in the preventing of unnecessary ques- 
tions. Let us trust to him to prevent 
anything exceeding the points of ordinary 


propriety, but do not let us have this | 


spectacle again, which reduces questions 
really to a farce, of allowing the repre- 
sentative of a great Department to sit 
dumb in the presence of a number of 
questioners. That is an aside. Now I 
come back to China. There has been 
much movement of troops, the advance 
on Peking has taken place, there have 
been expeditions in different directions, 


much marching and counter-march- 
ing, the object of which it is 
almost impossible to follow. There 


is another subject on which we 
must, of course, have detailed explana- 
tion, and that is the agreement with 
Germany. We have only had such in- 
formation as could be got from the news- 
papers, hut we require a good deal more 
than that—the explanation of the cireum- 
stances. I would say of that that I am 
satisfied that there will be a general 
appreciation in the country of a good 
understanding with Germany which 
would accord greatly not only with our 
interest but with the general disposition 
and feeling of our countrymen. But 
there must be a strong hope at the same 
time that we are not committed to any 


isolated action, to any remote expedition, | 


or to any extreme measures. I trust 
that on these points we shall be reassured 
by what the right hon. Gentleman can 
tell us. As to the money Vote which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer no doubt 
has in his pocket ready to present, 
although there is no mention of it in the 
Speech, we know nothing of the amount ; 


but I do not anticipate that the regret | 
with which we shall all greet it will run | 


into anything like reluctance to grant it. 
ut the Government must take account 
of the universal dismay with which the 
rapid growth of the war expenditure is 
regarded. Here we have in October a 
claim for £10,000,000, in February 
£13,000,000, in March nearly £38,000,000, 
in July £8,500,000 for South Africa— 
£70,000,000 altogether. Absolute finality 
vas notclaimedonany occasion, but a guess 
estimate was formed on each occasion, 
and terrible disappointment has been 
caused, I am sure, to the House and the 
country. This is going on and mounting 
up. While this is by no means the 
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primary consideration in favour of the 
view which I have ventured to lay before 
the House and to urge upon the Govern- 
ment, it at least strengthens and confirms 
it. To make some modification in our 
attitude and action towards the people of 
the two conquered States in South Africa, 
which, while completely preserving the 
results of our efforts and sacrifices, and 
involving no departure from our fixed 
policy, may yet abate the exasperation 
or the estrangement of races, will do 
more than anything else, in my opinion, 
to bring this great war expenditure to an 
end. But of far greater value than any 
saving of money would be the initiation 
of a noble policy of conciliation and 
harmony upon which alone can be 
founded a hope for better days for the 
people of South Africa, and greater 
strength and security of the British 
power in that distracted continent. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Before I attempt to address myself 
to the long series of questions and com- 
mentaries in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech, I must associate myself with him 
in the well-merited eulogies which he 
passed on the mover and seconder of the 
Address. The task of a kind which, | 
think, is never easy, was rendered pecu- 
liarly difficult on the present occasion by 
the circumstance that the area over which 
they could travel, the topics over which 
they could with propriety indulge, were 
necessarily of a very limited character, 
and they were, indeed, confined to the one 
single and solitary subject which has 
required us to meet together at this un- 
accustomed time of the year. That they 
should in those circumstances have ac- 
quitted themselves not mertly to the 
satisfaction of their friends, but to the 
| general satisfaction of the House, is a 
matter on which they deserve our warmest 
congratulations, and I am glad to think 
that their performance to-day gives us 
such excellent promise of what we may 
expect from them on other occasions in 
the future. The right hon. Gentleman 
was perfectly justified—indeed he _fol- 
lowed precedent—in raising a very large 
number of topics, and I suppose he would 
think me guilty of discourtesy if I omitted 
in my reply to deal with them seriatim. 
I will therefore start by one word of reply 
to his commentary upon a matter which 
I certainly was surprised to hear him 
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raise at this time—namely, the form of | House that I will not pursue that subject 
answers to be given by the Under further, but I could not let the right hon. 


Secretary for Foreign Affairs to 


| 


questions put to him in this House. | 


The hon. Gentleman would 


right 


have us believe that the practice which | 


has been in operation for two sessions at 
least is one that does not meet with the 
general approval of the House, and is only 
zequiesced in by the House through a 
feeling of helpless astonishment and sur- 
prise. Well, Sir, astonishment and_ sur- 
prise that last through two sessions with- 
out any serious criticisms show that the 
practice must have something in its sup- 
port. I observe, if I may judge from the 
cheers with which that part of the speech 
was received, that his chief supporter in 
desiring greater facility to put questions 
without notice to the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs—his chief ally in that 
direction — was my hon. friend the 
Member for the Keclesall Division of 
Sheffield, whose fertility in putting 
questions to the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs is well known to the 
whole House. But it is not for the con- 
venience of the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs or that of the Government 
sitting on this Bench that that rule was 
initiated. The truth is that an answer 
given in this House by the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs is an answer 
which may have results of not merely 
European, but universal consequence. — It 
is most deplorable, in my opinion, that 
the Under Secretary should be asked to 
give an answer without an opportunity of 
consulting either his chief or the Cabinet 
at large, and it is putting him in an im- 
possible position. That would, in itself, 
be a small matter, but it might produce 
difficulties of an international character, 
which we have no right to run the risk of. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
How did they get on before in all these 
years ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
we always got on very well, and the prac- 
tice is not an immemorial practice. It is 


not one of those constitutional precedents , 


of which the right hon. Gentleman has 
to-day made himself the guardian. It isa 
practice that has grown up within the 
lifetime of Members sitting in this House. 
The whole method of putting questions 
has entirely changed in the last thirty 
years. 


I have so much to say to the 


Gentleman’s commentary pass without 
saying that, so far as the Government are 
concerned, we think the practice of the 
last two or three years is a very great 
improvement on the practice of former 
years. The right hon. Gentleman began 
by a very severe criticism on the gracious 
Speech from the Throne, for which he 
truly said not Her Majesty but Her 
Majesty's Ministers are responsible. He 
said it was a jejune Speech. I am not 
aware that flowers of rhetoric are usually 
introduced into Her Majesty’s Speech. A 
businesslike statement of the work betore 
the House is the object for which that 
Speech exists, and I think it is an object 
which the present Speech completely ful- 
fils and completely carries out. It is 
perfectly true, however, as the right hon. 
(sentleman has said, that there is a depar- 
ture from precedent in the Speech. He 
mentioned, I think, three departures 
from precedent. But, Sir, I quite admit it. 
Let me say at once that if there is a de- 
parture from precedent in this Speech it 
is not because the Government have the 
least wish or desire to alter the general 
form of the Queen’s Speech in ordinary 
sessions, but because it appeared to us 
that this session is not an ordinary session, 
that the circumstances and the formality 
which may be well in place when you 
meet for legislative business in February 
and look forward to six months of 
strenuous work may be out of place when 
you come together, not for the purpose of 
discussing policy, but for the purpose of 
getting a supply of money for one par- 
ticular and limited object. Well, Sir, I 
think that is not an important matter, 
but one way or the other there is no 
question of constitutional etiquette. | 
deny absolutely that there is anything of 
that kind. There is absolutely no breach 
of constitutional etiquette, and if the 
common form of the Speech has been 


departed from on this particular occasion, 


and this particular occasion only, it is 


because this is a special occasion. 
This is a gestion upon which I con- 
fess I should have thought that 
we need not spend much time. 


Let me make this further observation : 
the ordinary practice would have been, 
as we intended it to be last year, that 
when the House meets on this sort of 
occasion it should be at the beginning of 
a session not limited to one particular 


first Day. 
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going on till next July or 


subject, 
"That was objected to last year. 


August. 


We framed a Speech last year, holding | 


that view; it was objected to, and to 
meet that objection we gave way. We 
quite admit that for the convenience of 
the House we should reserve till February 
next a Speech giving a proper survey of 
controversial topics and other 
interesting to the House and the country. 
That differentiates this brief session at 
once from the autumn session, and I see 
no reason why we should be criticised 
because, on this exceptional occasion, we 
have adopted once in a way form of 
Speech to which the right hon. Gentle- 
mii objects. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The rights of the Commons are interfered 
with. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I leave that 
question, which is more of an antiquarian 
than a practical character—at least, in 
my opinion. The right hon. Gentleman 
speaks of rights of the Commons inter- 
fered with. What right, what privilege, 
what power of ours has been curtailed ? 
What right of speech, what right of vote ? 
Every privilege remains where it was. I 
have not satisfied the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West t Monmouthshire, 
and I donot expect to. It is a topic which 
is eminently suited to his constitutional 


mind, and I expect to derive great in- | 


struction from his comments upon it. I 


do not know that I need refer to what the 


right hon. Gentleman said about Mr. 
Goschen and my right hon. friend the 
Member for Blackpool, but we would all 


associate ourselves with the warm words | 
of praise which he allowed to drop on the 


present occasion. Indeed the right hon. 
Gentleman’s views about these outgoing 
Ministers are so favourable that I almost 
believe, if my right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary to the Colonies were to leave the 
place which he fills with such dis- 
tinguished skill, the right hon. Gentleman 


would find it in his heart, amid the cheers | 


of his supporters, to find virtue and 
patriotism even in that right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
We must draw the line somewhere. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I come to the 


criticism which the right hon. Gentleman 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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| has passed upon Her Majesty’s advisers 
for having advised Her Majesty to dis- 
solve Parliament i in September. The right 
‘hon. Gentleman began that part of ‘his 
speech with the statement that he meant 
to confine himself to the most moderate 
language, and that no criticism of an 
embittered character should be allowed 
to drop from his lips. I am sure the 
right hon. Gentleman began that part of 
| his speech with all those excellent inten- 
tions ; but he will forgive me for say ing 
that his virtue failed him in the middle, 
and he could not restrain himself from in- 
dulging in what was for him an almost 
passionate outburst of indignation at 
what he regarded, and I am sure honestly 
regarded, as the constitutional Jaches of 
which the present Government had been 
guilty. What is the doctrine laid down 
by the right hon. Gentleman ? It is that 
no Ministry should dissolve Parliament 
so late in the year—so near, therefore, to 
the new register—as the 25th of Sep- 
tember. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Unless some unexpected emergency has 
arisen, 

AN Hon. Member: Why not accele- 
rate the register ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is true the 
right hon. Gentleman did make that 
observation, but it seemed to me so 
extraordinary that I did not think it 
necessary to comment upon it. There 
never has been a Bill accelerating the 
register except in consequence of a Reform 
Bill. Has there ever been? Very well, 
do not let the right hon. Gentleman, Ww ho 
' comes here as a stickler for constitutional 


' practice, make so strange a “suggestion. 
‘I pass by this crude notion of a special 
Bill brought in to accelerate the register, 
and turn to the main point of his criticism. 
Never will I give in to a doctrine so 
‘utterly subversive of the rights of the 
Crown and the smooth working of this 
Constitution as to say that there are six 
months or five months of each year in 
' which the Crown is not to dissolve and 
'in which the Ministry are not to ask the 
opinion of their countrymen. The 
doctrine is a preposterous one. It never 
‘was heard of until this election, and I 
‘trust, now that the election is over, 
it will never be heard of again. I 
object, on constitutional and __prac- 
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tical grounds, in the strongest manner | 
‘to the doctrine of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. But I want to know why he feels 
so strongly upon it. I do not believe 
that it is as a mere abstract student of 
politics that he objects. He thinks evi- 
dently that the party which he leads with 
such distinguished ability suffered some 
unknown, some undefined wrong in having 
the election at that time. What ground 
is there for that supposition? Why 
does the right hon. Gentleman suppose 
that he and his friends are likely to have 
a smaller proportion of the favour of the 
electors on the 25th of September than, 
let me say, on the 25th of June or the 
25th of February ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not a question of the effect upon 
parties ; I did not say a word upon that. 
But what I say is this. You go witha 
great parade of the necessity of appealing 
to the country on a great policy, and you 
select a time of year when the country 
is least in a position to give its opinion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman would have us believe 
that it is not because he thinks the time of 
year was injurious to himself or his party 
that he objects to an_ election in 
September. If he says that is his view I 
accept it freely. Ihave great power of 
belief, but it has its limits ; and I do not 
believe the great mass of electioneerers 
throughout the country—on the other 
side—who objected to September did so 
on these abstract constitutional grounds. 
They objected because they thought it 
damaged them, and I cannot understand 
for the life of me why they should have 
held that opinion. But I will never sub- 
scribe to the doctrine that there is to be 
a “close time ” of six months, during which 
the Crown may not dissolve and Ministers 
may not advise dissolution. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman could not abstain— 
and I am sorry for it—from dragging 
into our debates that embittered topic of 
the arguments used to and fro in the 
course of this election. I should be glad 
to have said nothing about it, because it 
is very difficult to say anything about it 
without raising passions and feelings 
which, especially on an occasion like this, 
I should prefer to allow toslumber. But 
the topic has beenraised. The right hon. 
Gentleman has, with great passion, 


expressed his indignation at some of 
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the arguments used by us on this side of 
the House. He has chosen to throw 
down that challenge, and I cannot do 
otherwise than, with some regret though 
with no misgiving, take it up. The state- 
ment to which the right hon. Gentleman 
takes exception I understand to be that 
it was alleged by candidates on the 
Unionist side in the course of their 
speeches that a vote given for their 
opponents was a vote given to the Boers. 
[An Hon. Member: The Colonial Secre- 
tary.] He was a Unionist candidate. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
word used was “sold ” to the Boers. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): It was not “sold.” 
I have seen that statement, and I ex- 
pected it to be stated again, although I 
contradicted it the moment it appeared 
in the public Press. What happened was: 
this: I was asked for hundreds of letters. 
during the contest, and in reply to one of 
these applications I sent a message which 
was in the exact terms of the statement 
made by the Mayor of Mafeking. The 
words were, “ A seat lost to the Govern- 
ment is a seat gained by the Boers.” 
When that telegram got down to its 
destination, I forget where, I was. 
astonished to see it reported as “ A seat 
sold to the Boers,” which would have 
been perfect nonsense. I thereupon in- 
quired at the post office, and I have an 
apology from the postmaster, who says. 
that, owing to the negligence of an 
official, the words were altered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must say I 
have never even heard of this. The 
right hon. Gentleman, at all events, never 
referred to this absurd story. What he 
complained of, as I understood him, was 
the statement that a vote given to the 
Opposition was a vote given to the Boers. 
He interprets that as being an accusation 
of want of patriotism on the part of him- 
self and gentlemen near him. I do not 
believe that it ever was used in that 
sense. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): What, 


then, was the object ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will explain 
the only rational sense in which it could 
be used ; and it never was used, so faras I 
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know, in any other sense. I am stating | in a minority those eighty Irish Members 
my own belief. I do not believe I ever! would have been among his supporters, 
did use the phrase—I really do not know. |I presume, in the future, as they have 
I am perfectly certain I never used any | been in the past. 
phrase throughout the whole election 
which could be reasonably interpreted to 
mean that any opponent of mine was 
lacking in patriotism. But I am _ of 
opinion that it is true that votes given to Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have a 
the other side were votes given to the | right to suppose, in the absence of infor- 
Boers in this sense, and in the only sense mation to the contrary, that the composi- 
in which it could be reasonably inter- tion of the party opposite is what it was 
preted—namely, that it must strengthen | when last in power, when Lord Rosebery 
the Boer cause ; that the weakening or was Prime Minister, and when the right 
destruction of the present majority—the hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
substitution for this majority of amajority Monmouthshire was leading the Govern- 
drawn from the other side with the right ment in this House. They had a majority 
hon. Gentleman as its leader — would which, I think, began at forty and sank to 
have been interpreted in South Africa twenty and lower. [Opposition cries of 
and considered in South Africa as an “No,” and laughter.| In that majority 
encouragement to further resistance. were always counted the eighty Irish 
Is that a reasonable belief? 1 do Members of whom I speak ; and let me 
not doubt that the gentlemen I see tell the right hon. Gentleman that eighty 
arrayed opposite me are as animated by Members are a very considerable portion 
motives of public spirit as gentlemen of any party, however strong it may be. 
sitting on this side or upon this Bench. Those eighty Irish Members, who are to 
But is it not the fact that among the the extent [ have described—I put it 
English and Scottish supporters of the with careful moderation—-supporters of 
right hon. Gentleman there are found the right hon. Gentleman, are avowedly 
men who honestly think that the war! pro-Boers. There is no doubt about it. 
was an unjust war, and that even now the | They are proud of it. 
independence of these Republies, unjustly 
assailed, should be restored to them, Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
and who, therefore, not from want of) Hear, hear! 
patriotism, but from motives sufficient in 
their own mind to justify their conduct, Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They boast of 
would be regarded, and rightly regarded, it in this House and upon Irish platforms, 
by the Boers and their leaders as people and they make no secret of it. ‘ 
anxious to support and aid them?» That 
cannot be denied. But that is not nearly Mr. T. M. HEALY: Hear, hear! 
all. Iam talking of English and Scottish 
supporters of the right hon. Gentleman. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If those be the 
3ut there are the Irish Members. facts of the case—and no one can deny 
them—is it not true that if the right hon. 
Mr.. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- Gentleman had been called upon to form 
shire, Eifion): And the Welsh Members. a Government he would have had behind 
him an immense fraction of his party 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then there are’ who were pro-Boers in their sympathies } 
Irish Members. I wish to be minute in Is it unfair to say, in those circumstances, 
my historical accuracy. I do not in the | that a vote given for the purpose of 
least suggest that the Irish party belong | putting the right hon. Gentleman into 
to the Radical party in the same sense , power was a vote given for the Boers? 
that the Home Rule Members, let us say, If nothing worse was said in an election 
for Yorkshire or Aberdeenshire belong to, than that, I should watch the saturnalia 
the party led by the right hon. Gentle-, of a General Election with more satisfac- 
man. [agree there is a difference. But | tion than I do at present. The truth is 
those eighty Irish members count as part | that the party to which I belong have, 
of the Opposition, and if the right hon. | perhaps, become inured to a certain kind 
Gentleman had been sent for by the | of attack and insinuation, which we have 
Queen in consequence of our party being | begun to tolerate as an inevitable, but 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will you 
guarantee it ? 
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necessary evil connected with elections, 
and we are, perhaps, therefore less sensi- 
tive than right hon. Gertlemen opposite 
who have not been so tried. I have all 
my life been accustomed to be told on 


these occasions that I belong to the selfish | 
and privileged minority, that the object | 


of our policy was to give doles to our 
friends ; and I remember seeing the walls 
of my constituency placarded with an in- 


teresting caricature in which I was repre- | 


sented as rejecting the legitimate claims 
of the starving Indians for the purpose of 
benefiting the squire and the parson. 
That is what hon. Gentlemen opposite 
think legitimate. Their sensitive 
sciences do not shrink from that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


Boroughs) : Because it is true. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Exactly, you | 


think that is true. We think the other 
true. The only difference is that I have 
shown some conclusive reasons why our 
opinion is right, and you have so far 
failed to show any reasons why your 
opinion is right. Iam myself an advo- 


cate, and always have been an advocate, | 


of fair treatment of opponents even at 


elections ; and so far as I am capable of | 


forming an opinion—I suppose it will be 
regarded as a partial opinion by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite—though neither side 


isimpeccable in this matter, the burden | 


of guilt lies far more upon the shoulders 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite than upon 
those on this side of the House. Then 
what says the right hon. Gentleman 
further about this election? He says it 
was a scandalous attempt to avoid the 
real issue that ought to be raised at the 
General Election by appealing to the 
patriotic feeling of the country. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Isaid “using ” it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, using the 
patriotic feeling of the country. Of 
course we appealed to it, and I am glad 
to think that the patriotic feeling of the 
country sustained us. 


con- | 


(Carnarvon | 


But I want to | 





MBER 1900} the Queen’s Speech. 132 


ability. They know he is both an abl 
|man and a patriot. But they apparently 
| had a sound instinct that if this policy 
|is to be carried out in South Africa, and 
vigorously carried out, it ought to be left 
to a united party, and not given to a 
party which by its own confession, on 
this subject at all events, is rent and 
shattered in all directions. If ever there 
was a General Election justified by public 
policy it was this General Election ; if 
ever it was desirable to show in the face 
not only of our Boer enemies, but in the 
face of Europe at. large what policy this 
country supports and by what strength of 
opinion it is supported, that time was last 
September. { think to have dragged on 
through all the difficulties of this winter, 
through all the difficulties which are still 
| in front of us in regard to a settlement-— 
difficulties which we are the last to mini- 
mise—to drag on through all these diffi- 
culties with a constant suggestion of 
doubt from hon. Gentlemen opposite as to 
whether we did or did not represent the 
true opinion of our countrymen would 
have been fatal to any sound or consis- 
/tent policy. I must say that the 
Prime Minister was most well advised 
| when he gave that advice to Her Majesty 
which has resulted in showing to all 
whom it may concern, friends and foes 
| alike, in whatever quarter of the globe 
they may live, that the policy consistently 
pursued by the present Government— 
supported, as I understand, by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite and a large sec- 
_ tion of his friends, but not supported by 
| his party as a whole—is a policy to which 
|this country is determined to adhere. 
| And, holding that opinion, I am forced to 
| the conclusion that constitutional usage 
| has not suffered, and that the public weal 
|has greatly gained by the policy which 
I think, as time 





/we have pursued. 
|is passing, I had better refer to the one 
| or two questions of the right hon. Gentle- 
jman. The right hon. Gentleman asked 
|me about the publication of despatches. 
| We had hoped that the serious part of 
| the military operations would, ere this, 
| have been over, and that no further ob- 


know why the right hon. Gentleman | jection could be felt to the publishing of 


complains of that appeal? Why should | 


we not appeal to the patriotic feeling of | 
the country ? And was there not sound | 
instinct behind the response given by the 

country ? The great mass of our country- | 
men do not believe the right hon. Gen- | 
leman to be lacking in patriotism and | 


all the despatches which we have in our 
possession. But the further despatches 
we have received, and the further con- 
sideration of the subject, have convinced 
us thatit would not be to the publicinterest 
that every despatch should be published. 
We therefore do not mean to publish 
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all, but soon 
turn, we hope to publish the great 
majority of despatches which have been 
sent us from the front. As regards the 
despatches we do not mean to publish, of 
course they may be called for by any 
body which will be appointed to inquire 
into the general conduct of the war, but 
we do not think they should be laid upon 
the Table of the House in the ordinary 
eourse. 
ance to which the right hon. Gentleman 
referred was the conduct of the generals 
and troops in the measures which they 
have been obliged to take, such as the 
burning of farms and so forth, in the 
conduct of the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke on that topic with 
studied care and moderation. I am sure 
that in so speaking he had the sympathy 
of gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
He paid an eloquent, but not at all extra- 
vayant or exaggerated, tribute to the rare 
humanity of our troops and their leaders; 
an so long as we are assured that the 
troops and their leaders have been ac- 
tuated by humanitarian sentiments it 
would be very difficult to judge accurately 
and properly of their action in any parti 


cular case at this distance and with our 


very imperfect means of information. I 
should like to remind the House how 
very difficult is the task of a belli- 
gerent fighting under the conditions 
under which our troops are fighting in 
South Africa. The ordinary laws of war 
as practised by civilised countries depend 
essentially upon drawing a sharp distine- 
tion between combatant and non-com- 
batant. The combatant has his particular 
privileges, the non-combatant has _ his 
particular privileges. What has been 
universally found intolerable is that a 
man should oscillate, according to his 
convenience, from one category to the 
other—be a peaceful agriculturist when 
it suits him and an effective combatant 
when circumstances seem to be favour- 
able. That practice is so intolerable that 
I believe all nations have laid down the 
severest rules for repressing it. I have 
in my hands the instructions to the army 
of the United States in the field, dated 
1898. I should like to read to the House 
two extracts from this document. Rule 
52 says— 


“If a people of a country, or any portion of 
same already oceupied by the army rises 
against it, they are violaters of the laws of 
war, and are not entitled to their protection.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


after Lord Roberts’s re- | 


The only other topic of import- | 
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The 82nd Rule is to the effect that men,. 
or squads of men, who take part in raids 
of any kind without permission, and 
without being part or portion of an 
organised hostile army, are not public 
enemies, and, therefore, if captured are 
not entitled to be treated as prisoners of 
war, but shall be treated as highway 
robbers or pirates. : 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give us the date of that? 
Was it the Ist of May, 1898 ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


cannot say the date is 1898. 


I am afraid [| 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: They were just 


in the same stew as you are in South 
Africa. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I only read 


those rules, not to illustrate what is now 
going on in South Africa, but to show the 
extreme difficulty in which any general is 
placed who has to deal, not with an 


organised enemy, under — recognised 
leaders, wearing a uniform which 


obviously marks him out as_ belonging 
to the military and not to the civilian 
part of the population, but who is subject 
to sniping, as it is called, from a presum- 
ably peaceful farmhouse. 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Do you adopt those 
rules ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I neither adopt 
them nor refuse them. That is not what 
is going on in South Africa, but that is an 
illustration of the difficulties which civi- 
lised countries feel when they are dealing 
with bodies of men such ,as those de- 
scribed. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 


Burghs): Have we no rules of our own! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will put a question to 
the Secretary of State for War, when he 
comes back on Monday, I am sure he will 
give him any information he can. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Were 
there no rules settled at the Hague ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not under- 


stand the meaning of the right hon. 
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Gentleman’s interruption. 
House will understand the difficulties 
which must occur under 
stances I have mentioned—when the 





disposed of, and you have a civilian 
population rising sporadically here and 
there. Under no circumstances could 


to permit such a thing. I entirely asso- 
cate myself with what fell from the 
right hon. Gentleman when he said that, 
in dealing with this war, we must always 
remember that the men against whom we 
are fighting are going to be our fellow- 
subjects. I feel, and the Government 
feel, and I am sure the generals on the 
spot feel, that everything that can be 
done should be done to prevent embitter- 
ing the feeling which the horrors of war, 
alas! must inevitably produce. I confess 
that, much as I feel the terrible evils 
incident to the prolonged continuance of 
this war, much as J feel the burden which 
it throws upon this country, both in 
blood and in money, much as I deplore 
the loss of valuable lives and waste of 
treasure, much as I feel for the sufferings 
necessarily inflicted upon those with 
whom we are at war—upon women and 
children as well as upon those engaged 
against us in the field—that which I 
think is the worst of all is the embitter- 
ment of feeling on the part of those with 
whom we are at war. It is a melancholy 
reflection, and I cannot help asking my- 
self whether a heavy weight of responsi- 
bility for it does not rest upon the Boer 
leaders at the present time. From the 
men who are bravely and courageously 
fighting against us one cannot withhold, 
one ought not to withhold, one’s sym- 
pathy. They are brave men fighting, if 
not for liberty, at all events for 
independence, and one does not ask 
them to form a judgment as_ to 
the exact hour at which fighting ceases 
to he a virtue and becomes a crime. 
That decision, I admit, rests not 
with the Boer soldier; it does rest, 
and must rest, with the Boer leader, 
and now that every man of sane judg- 
ment—he he Englishman or Dutchman, 
be he for the one side or the other, or be 
he simply an indifferent Continental 
critic—_knows perfectly well that the pro- 
endless 


ful object, that it produces 


suffering with no compensating advan 





the circum- | 


organised forces are to a great extent | 


| 


longation of hostilities can lead to no use- | 
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that be permitted, and I am sure the | 
general in command would be wrong | 


I am sure the | 
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tages, that it sows the roots of future 
hatred and discord between the races 
when their only hope for happiness and 
prosperity is living together in amity, I 
say that the leader who, under these cir- 
cumstances, prolongs, and necessarily 
prolongs, all these horrors is not giving 
proof either of patriotism or of courage, 
but is only showing how reckless he is of 
human life and human suffering, how 


the Queen’s Speech. 


‘indifferent he is to the great issues for 


which he is in part responsible. 


HEALY: It would be 


30ers to be dead than to 


Mr. T. M. 
better for the 
be English. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman appears to be of opinion that 
some great object would he served if we 
could make some declaration of policy 


to the Boers, which would mitigate 
their objection to British rule, and 
which would bring these deplorable 
incidents to a termination. If there be 
any means of bringing home to 


the great bulk of the Boer population 
the policy which we have always pro- 
fessed in ard out of this House—the 
policy which I believe is shared by both 
sides, on which I believe there 
absolutely no difference of opinion be- 
tween the leaders there and the great 
body of gentlemen on this side—if we 
could bring home to the Boers these 
views it would be well, as it might have 
some effect possibly in convincing them 
that they had better cease this wasteful 
and miserable struggle. What more can 
be done than has been done? We have 
stated over and over again that what we 
look forward to is a condition of things 
in the two colonies in which the Dutch- 
men and Englishmen shall have equal 
privileges, in which the blessings asso- 
ciated with British colonial rule in all 
parts of the globe shall be shared by the 
inhabitants of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State as they are shared by 
others of Her Majesty’s subjects. That 
has been stated over and over again, 
Does the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
allege that we have ever suggested that 
the permanent condition of things in 
South Africa should be that of a Crown 
colony? No such suggestion has ever 
been made by a Minister of the Crown or 
by any gentleman on this side. Of 


is 


‘course there must be a period of transi- 


tion in the case of these colonies as there 
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has been in the case of every other colony | 


—a pe-.iod of transition before the full im- 
munities and privileges can be guaran- 
teed. The intention that the English 
colonial system in South Africa shall be 
what itis everywhere else, a free system, 
has never been disguised. It has been 
publicly and openly avowed by every 
responsible Minister, and I do not believe 
there is a single statesman in South Africa 
who does not know it. If anything could 
be suggested which would bring those 
truths, known as they are to the public 
here and to the public in South Africa, 
more home to the minds of the Boers I 
should be very glad to see that expedient 
adopted ; but I am afraid we have not got 
to convince the Boers what their true 
interests are. We have got to convince 
the leaders of the Boers that the time has 
now come when patriotism requires them 
to lay down their arms, as patriotism may 
once have required them to take those 
arms up. We believe--the right hon. 
Gentleman believes as we believe—that 
ithe war on our part has been a just war. 


{Cries of “ No.”] 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Idid not say so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never quite 
know where I have got the right hon. 
Gentleman. Well, at all events, the hon. 


Gentlemen sitting on each side of him | 


both said it was a just war. I should 
very much like to go down that front 
bench and ask each gentleman in turn 
what his opinion is; it would give us the 
exact measure of unity which the right 
hon. Gentleman says exists on this most 
important question Well, the right hon. 
Gentleman’s neighbours on that bench 
say it was a just war. We believe it to 
have been a just war, generously carried 
out ; but we know that every war must 
produce infinite suffering to those engaged 
in it, and we know that when a war gets 


to that stage when it ceases to be a | 


conflict between organised bodies, and 
becomes guerilla fighting, the suffering is 
developed and no useful object is attained. 
If any method can be suggested by which 
we can bring home to the Boers that 
great truth we should gladly adopt it. In 
the meantime our duty is plain. It is to 
conduct these military operations with all 
the vigour in our power, and, looking to 
the future, not only with all the humanity 
which common morality suggests, but 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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with the humanity which a statesmanlike 
|view of the future interests of South 
| Africa must impress upon the mind of 
/every impartial spectator. That is the 
| policy of the Government-—to proceed 
| with the war vigorously and unremit- 
| tingly, to carry it out with all possible 
| humanity, and to let it be as widely 
/known as possible that our object in 
| absorbing these colonies is not to curtail 
| freedom, but to spread it. That being 
| our policy, we ask the House to support 
|us, as I do not doubt they will, in this 
| short session by supplying us with the 
|means by which alone the great body of 
| troops now in South Africa can be main- 
| tained in a state of efficiency. The right 
| hon. Gentleman tells us that, as far as he 
| is concerned, he is anxious that the dis- 
| cussions on the Queen’s Speech and on the 
| Vote should be, relatively speaking at all 
| events, brief and concise. On that matter 
| there is no divergence of opinion between 
| the two sides of the House, and, under 
| these circumstances, I hope we may 
| be able to postpone to a more favour- 
‘able opportunity all those subjects of 
‘embittered controversy which may, 
‘and perhaps must, inevitably arise in 
|the ordinary conflict of parties. In the 
meanwhile, and for this brief session, we 
may, I hope, be allowed to forget our 
differences and to carry out the policy on 
| which we are all agreed. 


the Queen’s Speech. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
China ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, yes ; papers 
will, I suppose, be laidon the subject of 
China. Meanwhile, I do not know that 
there is anything bearing on policy to 
mention, or upon our military operations, 
| the object of which was thoroughly ex- 
| plained to the House when the Vote was 
| taken. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I should not have 
| risen at the present moment but for the 
|extremely perfunctory nature of the 
| reply of the right hon. Gentleman on the 
| last subject. The right hon. Gentleman 
| was asked a definite question with regard 
|to the Anglo-German agreement. [An 
|Hon. Member: No.| Yes, a definite 
| question was put as to what explanation 
|the Government had to give of the 
| isolated agreement lately entered into by 
|them with a single Power. [An Hoy. 
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Member: No.| Iam in the recollection 
of the House, and I appeal to the recollec- 
tion of the House. I distinctly assert 
that the Leader of the Opposition put to 
the right hon. Gentleman this question : 
Why did you make an isolated agreement 
with a single Power? I should like to 
repeat the question put by the Leader of 
the Opposition on that point. In August 
last the statement was made that the 
Russian flag had been hoisted at a port 
where we had a large trade, Niu-chwang. 
We are now informed that the Govern- 
ment have taken a most important step 
since that time. They have announced to 
the country that they have concluded a 
convention with Germany which they 
say essentially changes the condition of 
affairs. The Leader of the Opposition 
has asked for information, and no reply 
ismade by the Leader of the House. I 
will put the matter very briefly to the 
House. We had the Note of the United 
States asking the Powers for a declaration 
of their disinterestedness in China, and to 


that Note all the Powers have made a' 


satisfactory reply. After recent events 
in China there would have been no difti- 
culty in following the usual course and 
producing a protocol declaring the disin- 
terestedness of the Powers, which would 
have been signed by all the Powers. Yet 
ow Government go out of their way to 
recognise those rights against which we 
have protested—isolated and exclusive 
rights in certain parts in China. I wish 
to know, and the House wishes to know, 
why that isolated agreement was made 
with a single Power. It seems to weaken 
previous agreements on the same subject. 


We want to know what is the theory | 


that lies behind this new agreement, and 
why it is preferred to the action proposed 
inthe American Note. I am afraid that 
anumber of Members have represented 
to their constituents that this agree- 
ment is in the nature of an_alli- 
ance with a military Power, which 
the Colonial Secretary has recommended 
tothe country as better than a higher 
standard for our fleet. I am one of those 
who think that a higher standard for our 
feet is far more satisfactory and impor- 
tant than any alliance with a military 
Power: but it is the most dangerous 
delusion any Englishman, or body of 
Englishmen, can harbour, to suppose that 
it is possible for us to turn Germany 
from her settled policy of friendliness 
to Russia. It has been represented that 


{6 DECEMBER 1900} 





the Queen’s Speech. 140: 


this single-handed German agreement is 
a step towards an alliance against 
Russia. That is one of the most 
dangerous delusions that can possess the: 
British mind. The right hon. Gentleman: 
has told us that we are to limit our 
debate, and I am quite glad to fall in 
with that view, but I think it is useful to. 
put certain questions to the Government 
which have not been put on this occasion. 
The Government have said nothing 
to-night about military reform. <A specific 
question was put to the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to the informaticn. 
which will be given to us, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has replied that 


a large number of despatches will 
shortly be laid before Parliament. The 


Queen’s Speech seems to me to be wholly 


unsatisfactory. The right hon. Gentle- 
man talked about antiquarian and. 
pedantic notions on our part. It is not 


an antiquarian and pedantic matter that 
we should be asked for money without 
the information on which alone that 
money ought to be granted. I should 
like to put this question. The Govern- 
ment have pledged themselves over and 
over again not only to give the general 
despatches to this House, but to give 
specifically the results of the inquiries 
held into the surrenders of British troops 
which have taken place during this war. 
I do not know that the rightthon. Gentle- 
man is familiar with these matters. In 
February last I brought forward the 
question of the surrenders, and I brought 
it up again on 27th July last.* I said it 
was necessary that we should know, for 
the sake of the future training and re- 
cruiting of the Army, where the blame was 
to be fixed. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary of State readily 
assented, and in reply used these 
words— 

‘There have been very large surrenders on 
the part of our men. That is a question which 
must be most carefully and searchingly 
inquired into. No one feels that with greater 
conviction than the Government, the Com- 
iander-in-Chief, and the Adjutant-General.” 
But the “full publication’ which the Under 
Secretary promised was “at the end of 
the war.” These pledges are very strong 
indeed. It is for the right hon, Gentle- 
man to consider whether the time has 
not come when the information might be 
given tous. We are told that the larger 





* See Lhe Parliamentary Debates (Fourth. 
Series], Vol. Ixaxvi., pages 1541, 1623. 
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operations of the war are concluded and 
that Lord Roberts is coming home. The 
right hon. Gentleman must remember 
that the Under Secretary has admitted 
that those matters affect the recruiting 
and the training of the Army. Many 
commanding officers have been removed 
from their commands as the result of the 
inquiries which have been held. Com- 
manding officers have been sent home, 
while general officers have been put into 
civil employ on account of the inquiries 
which have been held. These inquiries 
are to be published, and the question is, 
when are they to be published? There 
is only one other matter which I should 
like to put in the form of a question with 
regard to military affairs. It is a ques- 
tion which ought to be asked to-mght. 
It comes before us now, I think, with 
singular force. Lord Roberts is coming 
home, and that fact has been alluded 
to by every Unionist candidate as 
meaning that Lord Roberts is to be- 
‘come the trusted adviser of the 
Government in military matters. No 
statement has been made as to whether 
Lord Roberts is to take the office of 
Commander-in-Chief on the conditions 
under whieh it is now held or whether 
larger powers are to be given to him. If 
Lord Roberts is to take up the office only 
with the same powers the Commander-in- 
Chief now has, it will be necessary to call 
the attention of the Government to what 
has been said by the outgoing Commander- 
in-Chief. In April and July last debates 
took place in which the question of Army 
guns was discussed. Ne exaggerated 
statements were made on that occasion by 
my hon. and gallant friend on the other 
side when we raised the question of the 
field guns of the British Army, and said 
that they were not equal to the field guns 
of certain foreign Powers. Reassuring 
statements were made to us at that time, 
but the outgoing Commander-in-Chief, in 
a speech at the Cutlers’ Feast at Sheffield, 
used these words— 


“A man like himself, charged with the 
purely military side of our affairs, might feel 
it necessary to bring before the Government 
of that day the fact that its guns 
wereold. . The nation was not taken 
into the confidence of the Queen’s Ministers 
and allowed to judge between the specialist 
who recommended the changes and the Trea- 
sury who refused to pay. ; It was 
only necessary that the facts should be laid 
before them that we wanted .. . a 
different class of guns.”’ 


Sir Chas. Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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I mention that because here you have 
the outgoing Commander-in-Chief, who 
implies in these words, if they have any 
meaning at all, that he gave advice to the 
Government on that question, and that 
the Government did not take it on the 
ground of the expense alone. That was 
never stated to the House, but we were 
told that in the opinion of the military 
advisers of the Government—at least, 
so I understood it—we had the _ best 
field gun in Europe. I give that asa 
specific instance. 1s Lord Roberts he- 
coming Commander-in-Chief with only 
the limited powers attaching to the office 
as lately held, or with the fuller powers 
under which it was formerly held? I ask 
the Leader of the House to answer the 
question to-night. If it is not answered, 
we shall have to put it again next week 
before we vote the money which is asked 
for in this unusual form. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
representative of the War Office here, 
owing to the facts which the House is 
aware of. Perhaps I may, however, very 
briefly, for the convenience of the House, 
say one word. I am sorry it falls to me 
to do it, but the right hon. Gentleman 
knows that [ am deprived of any military 
advice at this moment. About the sur- 
renders, no doubt any pledge that was 
given will be fulfilled, but I should doubt 
whether this isa convenient time to make 
any of these documents public, as I am 
afraid that some of the surrenders have 
been of so recent a date. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I am speak- 


ing, of course, of the earlier ones. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it would 
be better, perhaps, that thé matter should 
Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man asks me another question, as to 
the position of Lord Roberts as Comman- 
der-in-Chief. Lord Roberts, as I under- 
stand the matter, takes the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and must take it, under 
the old conditions, because you cannot 
begin to discuss War Office reforms until 
he returns. You must take the War 
Office as you find it, and wait for his 
return before you discuss any reforms. | 
need hardly say that the fact that Lord 
Roberts has taken it now does not neces- 
sarily end the matter, but, of course, 0 
great a change as that suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman cannot be taken 
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with advantage until we have had an 
opportunity of personal conference with 
Lord Roberts. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I only desire to say half a dozen 
words as to the War Office, which, as 
has been well said, during the past 
twelve months has displayed the fore- 
sight of the ostrich and the firmness and 


decision of the jelly-fish, I do not 
wish to criticise any suggestion 


made, or likely to be made, in regard 
tothe future. I do not think there is 
any doubt about the opinion of the man 
inthe street and the constituencies. I 
know that he is not by any means satis- 
fed with the casual and light-hearted 
utterances of the great, wise, and eminent 
persons who have spoken on the reform of 
the War Office during the past six 
months. I allude with the greatest pos- 
sible respect to the speech made on 9th 
November by Lord Salisbury at the 
Guildhall. Then there was another speech 
made by a Cabinet Minister—the Home 
Secretary—addressing his constituents at 
Croydon, who said it was not for them 
tosay to whom with reference to the 
War Office they should award praise or 
blame. We had a statement by Lord 
Lansdowne, the late Secretary for War. 
He said the other day that the War 
Office had done its work with a degree 
of success which was admitted by all who 
had specially watched it for the last 
twelve months. We were told that we 
were going to have fresh blood, and 
although it is not for me, a humble sup- 
porter of the Government, to object, I 
would say that the fresh blood which we 
have seen is provided by the appointment 
of the present Secretary of State for War, 
who himself was for ten years in the War 
Office, and was imbued with its traditions 
and its red tape, and must be so. He 
has been the optimistic apologist for 
everything the War Office has done since 
the year 1885, with the exception of five 
years; he is the man who elevated the 
position of the War Secretary and lowered 
the position of the Commander-in-Chief ; 
he is the man who was opposed to every 
reform that was suggested on either side 
of the House, and, with Mr. Stanhope, 
eight years ago, reduced the Horse Artil- 
lery batteries in the teeth of every 
opinion. To him has heen added the 
hon. Baronet, against whom I have not a 
word to say, but he has been a clerk on 
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the civil side of the War Office. That is 
how the promise has been kept to intro 
duce new blood into the War Office. It 
is true that something like 200,000 men 
were sent to South Afzica, but if it had 
not been for the Militia, the Yeomanry, 
and the Volunteers we could not have 
put an army like that in the field. That 
says absolutely nothing for the War 
Oifice. It is like the defending coun- 
sel in a case of rape, or arson, or 
murder telling the jury that it is on 
record that the accused once gave six- 
pence to a blind beggar. Perhaps { may 
say half a dozen words germane to this 
subject with reference to storés. Of 
course hon. Members know that the 
equipment of an army means more than 
a bag of biscuits or half a dozen nails. 
Some time ago—lI think it was last 
January—it was found that the War 
Office was millions of pounds deficient in 
stores. ‘The other day it was stated that 
the guns in the eastern and southern 
fortresses of this country were obsolete, 
and Lord Wolseley has stated that they 
might as well be defended by bows and 
arrows. In June 1895 circumstances 
occurred which led the right hon, Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition to 
retire from the War Office. It was said 
then that they were deficient in 
cordite. Here the Secretary of State jor 
War admits that he was deficient fcur 
millions in stores, and yet at the next 
General Election he gets a majority 
of 130 to support him. We cannot 
get the men we want for the Army. | 
have not a word to say against the 
Reserve battalions. I think they are the 
finest body of men I ever saw, although 
they measure rather more round the 
waist than round the chest. That would 
doubtless cure itself in time, if there was 
time, but there is not. These battalions 
were raised in March; part of the time 
they have been on furlough, part of the 
time they have had no arms or accoutre- 
ments, and sometimes only one officer to 
about 300 men. The raising of these 
battalions, and the keeping of them more 


the Queen’s Spee eh, 


_or less disciplined, would cost something 
‘like £3,000,000, and when March comes 


and they are disbanded there will be 
absolutely nothing to show for that 
money except the bill. I regret that 
I have not been able, like some of my 
more fortunate colleagues, to go to 
the front, but that is perhaps another 
instance of the fatuity and incompetence 
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let me go they might have got rid of 
me and never seen me again. People 


generally, all over the country, are not | 


prepared to put up with the casual and 
light-hearted utterances of the men in 
authority ; they want the pledges given 
at the last General: Election, in reference 
to the reform of the War Office, properly 
carried out. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I take it as ex- 
ceedingly unfortunate that the Leader of 
the House did not appropriately finish the 
very interesting speech which he made in 
the earlier part of the evening. The 
right hon. Gentleman had the courage 
and the good feeling—which is not very 
prevalent upon his side of the House—to 
acknowledge the skill, the devotion, and 
the patriotism of the enemies now fighting 
against Her Majesty’s forces in South 
Africa. Had a Liberal Member, only a 
few months back, used such language with 
regard to the Boers he would probably 
have been hooted out of the hall and 
most certainly would have been called a 
pro-Boer, and it would have been said 
that he was making speeches in the inte- 
rests of the enemies of the Queen’s rule 
in South Africa. The right hon. Gentle- 
man made a noble, manly, and courageous 
speech, in which he appealed with con- 
siderable eloquence and with a great 
deal of effect, so far as the Members of 
this House are concerned, and he expressed 
the hope that there would be a speedy | 
ending of the unhappy and_ disastrous 
conflict which is now proceeding in the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State. | 
He spoke of the liberties which they 
would enjoy if these people came back 
to their homes and assimilated them- 
selves under British rule and _ British | 
law, but what I think the Leader of the 
House failed in was that he did not | 
make a specific statement as to the terms 
to be submitted and offered by this | 
country to the Boers still in the field. I 
thought he was going to finish his speech | 
by making such a statement, which I am 
sure would have been cheered and ap- 
proved by all parties. I thought he 
would have said that Her Majesty’s 
Government would adopt some means of | 
communicating to the Boers who are | 
still fighting the terms of settlement | 
which they would receive if they sur-| 
rendered, together with an assurance that 


if they surrendered no punishment would | 


Mujor Rasch. 
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of the War Office, because if they had | follow, and that there would be a restora” 
| tion to them of the property and effects 


‘tion as to his own operations. 
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which belonged to them in their own 
country. I hope that the Leader of the 
House has not said the last word to- 


“night upon this question, and I trust that 
he will have the further courage to make 


a statement on the lines I have suggested, 
and make it in such a manner that it can 
be said to these people with euthority, in 
order that they may have an opportunity 
of ceasing this conflict upon terms which 
will be acceptable to honourable and 
noble men, such as the Leader of the 
House has described them. I am sure 
that if the right hon. Gentleman could 


do that, although some wild-spirited men, 


who are more patriotic than they are 
wise, may rail and disapprove, yet the 
nation at large would welcome any 
reasonable proposal or concessions on the 
part of the Government to bring this 
unhappy, miserable and bloodthirsty 
strife to a conclusion. I further 
wanted to ask the Leader of the House, 
had he been present, what assurance he 
can give to the country in regard to the 
information we are to receive as to the 
future progress of this war. I want to 
know whether what has appeared in 
newspaper paragraphs upon this subject 
is true. What I understand is that all 
war correspondents are now to be kept at 
the rear, and they are not to be allowed 
within the fighting area of the army at 
all. I understand that Lord Kitchener 
is to have supreme command, and that he 
will control all things in connection with 
this conflict. What I wish to ask Her 
Majesty’s Government is, how are we to 


obtain news and information as to what 


is going on at the front under these cir- 
cumstances? Lord Kitchener is not a 
man renowned for liberality’of informa- 
We have 
had considerable experience of him in 
this respect in times past in other parts 
of the world, and this does not 


‘inspire us with confidence as to future 


arrangements in South Africa. Is Lord 
Kitchener to be the sole source of com- 
munication and information as to the war 
to the people of this country ? Is there 
to be a still stronger press censorship in 


that country of news before it reaches 


England? These are all things which we 
should like to know something about. 
We should like to know as to the truth 
or otherwise of the alleged burning of 
farms and the destruction of property in 
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the Transvaal. 
long list of allegations specific in their 
nature. There have been many charges 
of the wanton destruction of property in 
that country. What we want to know 
js, are those statements true or false. If 
they are false then they are capable of 
being disproved, and I should be very 
glad if they can be disproved. If they 
are true, then why not admit the 
fact and tell us so, instead of leaving 
us in doubt? Do not leave us for 
our supply of information to unofficial 
or unreliable channels. The _ policy 
of the sword we accept, but the 
policy of the torch is hateful to the 
British mind. Hundreds of thousands of 
the people who have hitherto stood by 
the Government are horrified beyond 
description at the harrowing accounts of 
the destruction of property which is 
taking place, or which is alleged to be 
taking place, in South Africa. They do 
not believe that the soldier is the best man 
to remain in charge after the people have 
been practically conquered, for the 
soldier’s policy is always destruction. 
He can spend and waste money, and, as 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition has said to-night, money has 
been poured out in South Africa as 
though it were water, and of no value. 
We do not want, and the Govern- 
ment do not desire, the complete 
annihilation of every home in the Trans- 
vaal. If you are going to destroy all 
means of sustenance by the destruction 
of farms and property in the country, 
what prospect is there in the future of 


return of prosperity to the people? I 
cannot imagine a more unwise policy 
than that of destroying the property of 
the people whose country you have 
invaded, and whose country you have 
to a large extent conquered. I should 
have been glad if the Leader of the 
House had gone so far as to declare that 
this policy should cease except in cases 
where it was absolutely necessary for the 
defence of the lives of our own men. In 
such circumstances any policy is justifi- 
able to protect our men from treachery, 
but to make war in this way upon men 
because you cannot beat them otherwise 
is not a policy associated with the best 
history of the British Army. Our 
soldiers like to fight their men 
fairly and squarely in the open, and 
then act as soldiers and as Britishers 
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I am 
| making no accusations against the soldiers. 
I am simply appealing to the Government, 
because they are responsible for this 
policy. Can this policy not be stopped % 
I know of nothing that is doing more 
injury to our sense of self-respect and to 
the good name of the British Empire, its 
Army and its traditions, than the allega- 
tions which are being sent broadcast 
throughout the country and throughout 
the world of the wanton destruction of 
the property of non-combatants in South 
Africa. My contention is that if these 
allegations are not true the Government 
should tell us so, and give us some proof 
of their untruth, or an assurance that if 
they are true this policy shall be stopped. 
There is only one other subject which I 
will mention now, and that is the ques- 
tion of the General Election. The 
Leader of the House, by a very clever 
manceuvre, of which he is a great master, 
wriggled out of the corner into which 
we had put him with regard to the 
charge of bringing on a General Election 
by an unconstitutional practice. The 
General Election was sprung upon the 
country when there was absolutely no 
necessity for it, and the time of the 
election was so appointed as to give the 
Government the greatest advantage in 








the contest against the Opposition. 


| [Ministerial cries of “No, no.”] At any 


rate that is my charge, and, of course, I 
do not expect hon. Members opposite 
will agree with me. I donot believe that 





the return of the population and of any|I assert that the 


hon. Gentlemen opposite have gone fairly 
into the subject and mastered the facts. 
Government did 
wantonly and with malice aforethought, 
without any justification except  self- 
interest, bring on an election at a time 
when the greatest number of our country- 
men were disfranchised. That is the 
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charge which I make against the Govern- 
ment. We went to war to enfranchise a 
few men in Johannesburg, a great number 
of whom had been charged with attempted 
murder, and many of whom had 
been ordered out of South Africa. This 
is the class of men we went to war to 
obtain the franchise for. And _ this 
Government, after having gone to war to 
give foreigners the franchise, defends 
that war by having the General Election 
at a time when it practically disfranchises 
our own countrymen by the million. At 
any rate they were disfranchised in 
large numbers by the policy of Her 


H First Day. 
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Majesty’sGovernment. We were startled 
when we were told that the war was 
virtually over, because we could not 
believe it. This statement was made 
throughout the country at the General 
Election, and we sincerely hoped then 
that it was true. That statement, how- 
evei, turned out to be absolutely untrue, 
and it was only invented for electioneer- 
ing purposes by the Tory party. But 
that is not the whole of the case against 
them. They fixed the Proclamation dis- 
solving Parliament upon a day which 
made it impossible to have any contest 
upon a Saturday, and why? Because by 
so doing they avoided the election 
taking place on the day which is 
the most suitable for the  over- 
whelming masses of the people to 
record their votes. The Colonial Secre- 
tary is still left in the Government, and 
there is no man in England who is a 
greater master of electioneering arrange- 
ments than the right hon. Gentleman. I 
speak from personal experience of him, 
and I am sure that the cunning has not 
yet forsaken his hand in these matters, as 
it has not done in other matters. I say 
that it was a grave and serious unconsti- 
tutional act on the part of the Govern- 
ment to dissolve Parliament at a time 
when no dissolution was necessary, and 
at a time when it disfranchised hundreds 
and thousands of people, and the Govern- 
ment must have known this. The 
Government dissolved Parliament under 
such circumstances as made it impossible 
to have the polling day on the one day of 
the week which is the most convenient to 
the greatest number of the wage-earners of 
this country. I think these are complaints 
which we are quite justified in making. 
We made these complaints at the time 
upon our platforms, and we are entitled 
to make them here at the very first oppor- 
tunity we have got of facing the Govern- 
ment. The Leader of the House seemed 
to think that nobedy suffered any par- 


ticular disadvantage in this respect 
during the recent election, but the 


Government had got the power and the 
machinery and other advantages over the 
Opposition, and they took a mean advan- 
tage over the Liberal party in that con- 
test. Nothing could exceed the vulgarity 
of the machinery used by the Govern- 
ment at the last election. We had to 
wade through a perfect forest of lies, and 
through oceans of vituperation and vulgar 
abuse. There never was an election known 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 
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| to equal it in this respect. Before this 
debate closes to-night I hope the Leader 
of the House will find an opportunity to 
make a further offer of a peaceful settle. 
ment calculated to bring this war to a 
conclusion upon honourable terms, and if 
he does this I am sure his offer will be 
received with universal acclamation 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land. Weare all tired of the war; 
many of us are ashamed of it ; and others 
think that they have paid already more for 
it than ever they intended, and we are all 
anxious that it should be brought to a 
conclusion. I do hope the noble Lord 
opposite will make an appeal to the 
Leader of the House when he returns in 
the terms I have indicated. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
supplement the latter part of the 
speech which he made to-night by a more 
definite offer to our enemies in the field, 
, to the effect that, if they will surrender, 
honourable conditions will be offered to 
them, in the interests of peace and the 
future welfare of that unhappy country. 


*THE UNDER - SECRETARY or 
\STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
has made an appeal to the Government to 
put an end to the war. Iam confident 
that every member of the Government is 
anxious that the war should come to an 
end ; but we are convinced that there is 
no means of bringing it to an end except 
that every friend of the Boers, whether in 
this country or elsewhere, should impress 
upon them the absolute hopelessness of 
resistance. As soon as the leaders of our 
enemies are convinced that such is the 
case the war will be brought to an end. 
Until then I am afraid the war must be 
continued. In replying to certain ques- 
tions put to me in the course of the 
evening I should like to claim the indul- 
| gence of the House in addressing it for 
|the first time as the representative 
|of a Department which has to deal 
with many important and _— grave 
subjects. The Leader of the Oppo 
sition asked a question with reference 
to the presentation of papers on China. 
| Undoubtedly papers will be presented, 
though there will be some ditticulty, 
/amounting almost to an impossibility, in 
|presenting complete papers. [shall 
probably be able to-morrow to inform 
the House how far the papers can be 
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presented. The right hon. Baronet the | point, but undoubtedly, as we all know 
Member for the Forest of Dean asked | |who know anything of South Africa, 
me one or two questions with reference | when once a military occupation has 
to the recent history of the Chinese ques- | taken place, it is necessary to transact all 
tion. The first question had reference | the business of the Government without 
to Niu-chwang, and he wished to know | exception while that occupation is con- 
whether the Government could give any | tinued. The right hon. Baronet then 
information tothe Housein respect to what | asked me about the Anglo-German agrec- 
had taken place there. Thereisno doubt | ment. I may say, parenthetically, that | 
that the Russians occupied Niu-chwang, | believe it has not actually been laid on 
and that they hoisted their flag on the | the Table, but I believe it will be in the 
Custom-house there. I certainly am not | course of a few days. He complained 
inclined to complain of the right hon. | that we had singled out one Power, and 
Gentleman being particularly sensitive to | gone to that Power and made an arrange- 
British interests, whether there or else- | ment of a character which he described. 
where, but I think it is quite impossible | [ think we acted in a very natural and 
to apply the same kind of criticism) proper manner, and one which need give 
to the action of Russia, or of any other’ no reason for surprise in any quarter. 
Power in China, in time of war as might! We were aware that the interests 
have been applied in time of peace.| of Germany in China were closely 
And that is not merely a_ technical| analogous to our own, and we were 
observation ; it is not merely that it isa therefore glad to join with Germany in 
time of warlike operations in China, making an agreement which declared the 
but that there are in the district | policy which both the Powers were pre- 
in question disturbances attaching to! pared to pursue. The House is aware 
those warlike operations. With regard that the Government have never varied 
to Niu-chwang, there was a Boxer propa-| in declaring the main principles upon 
ganda in full swing in the neighbourhood, | which their policy is based—equality of 
and disturbances arose which had connec- | opportunity and territorial integrity— 
tion with the troubles in China. Under | and those two declarations are to be found 
those circumstances the Russian com-| in the Anglo-German agreement. I do 
mander on the spot occupied Niu-chwang, | not mean to say they are carried to their 
and though, of course, opinions may | full logical conclusion, but the spirit of 
differ as to the necessity which was laid | those two principles governs the whole cf 
upon him to take such a step, I think it | that agreement. No sooner had we come 
would be impossible to condemn him, | to that agreement than we invited the 
without further information, for doing so. | adhesion of all the other Powers, so that 
However, the representatives of several | there was no desire to have what the 
of the Powers were anxious that the right hon. Gentleman complains of— 
interests of the countries they represented | namely, isolated action as between us and 
should not suffer, and they at once made | Germany. 
representation to the Russian officer, | 
asking him why he thought it necessary) *Sir CHARLES DILKE: Isolated 
to occupy Niu-chwang, and why he had action after the general agreement had 
hoisted the flag of his country there. He| been come to, after the replies to the 
explained perfectly candidly that it was | Note of the United States. 
a temporary operation, and that the rights | 
of other persons and other Powers would | | *ViscounT CRANBORNE: If charged 
not be prejudiced in any way by his | with isolated action, we say, in reply, that 
action. I think that is a sufficient | we at once invited the adhesion of the 
answer. | other Powers, and we have no reason to be 
| dissatistied w ith the response they made. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Has the| The right hon. Baronet complains that 
Government any information as to the | the agreement followed upon the replies 
new step of collecting the land tax there, | to the American Note, and is in some way 
which looks a little like a claim of | to be differentiated from it. Certainly it 
sovereignty ? is to be differentiated from it; it was a 
step in advance upon the reply to the 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I have no} American Note, because that dealt only 
information to give the House on that | with equality of opportunity ; it did not 
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deal with territorial integrity. 


{COMMONS} 
Both | took quite a different tone. 
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He says the 


those principles are to be found in the | only hope of peace and a settlement is, to 
Anglo-German agreement, so that it was | persuade the Boers that their cause is 
a substantial advance on what had gone | perfectly hopeless. 


before. 


But, of course, even if that had | 
not been so, if the new element which I | 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


have shown was introduced had not been | FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
introduced, the mere fact of the formality | JESSE CoLLINGs, Birmingham, Bordesley): 
of the agreement was, diplomatically, a | Hear, hear. 


step in advance. 
is very familiar with 


The right hon. Baronet | 
these subjects, | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I congratu- 


and knows how the diplomatic history of | late my right hon. friend on that cheer, 


these questions may begin with discus- 
sion, and go on with exchange of views, 


until a definite proposal is made and a} 
final compact or agreement of some kind | 
arrived at, and that is the step which was | 


taken in the Anglo-German agreement. 
There was a solemn declaration on the 
part of two Powers, who invited the 
adhesion of all the other Powers to the 
view that, in their opinion, equality of 
opportunity, as far as the littoral of 
China is concerned, and _ territorial 
integrity were the two pillars upon which 
their policy was based, and to which they 
looked for future action. We conceded 
nothing, and, in that view, neither did 
Germany ; we have always declared that 
such is our policy. It was an agreement 
of mutual advantage to the Powers econ- 
cerned, who did not intend to isolate 
themselves from others ; it was a ready 
method of obtaining the agreement of 
others, and I think it can be said to have 
been a diplomatic success. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
replies of the other Powers to the agree- 
ment be communicated to the House 
along with the agreement 4 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I imagine 
so. If the right hon. Gentleman will put 
a question to-morrow I will give him a 
definite reply. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I confess that the declaration of the noble 
Lord with regard to South Africa gives 
me some apprehension. It differs in a 
very remarkable way from the declaration 
made this evening by the First Lord of 
the Treasury. The First Lord of the 
Treasury breathed a hope of conciliation ; 
he pointed out to the House that we are 
dealing with persons whom we profess to 
regard as our fellow-subjects, but whom 
certainly we hope to have as fellow- 
subjects in the future. The noble Lord 


Viscount Cranborne, 


| and even more on the fact that he is still 
able to cheer from the Treasury Bench. 
Hon. Members may cheer, but these are 
two opposite views, and I really do hope 
that it will not go forth that it is the 
| settled resolve of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that they will listen to no terms 
and consider no scheme that does not. 
involve absolute and immediate surrender 
on the part of the Boers. Take the ques- 
tion of the treatment of the country. It 
has been stated that we are burning 
farms all over the country. If that he so, 
I think it is a most unfortunate prepara- 
tion of the country for its habitation by 
our future subjects. If we find that on 
certain farms mrurders have been com- 
mitted on our men, or that acts of 
treachery have been committed, then 
burn these farms; but there is a great 
difference between that and _ burning 
farms as a settled policy over whole 
tracts of country. I am_ giving 
the noble Lord an_ illustration of 
the sort of difference which I find be- 
tween his declaration and the declaration 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. The 
declaration of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury inclined me to hope that the 
general burning of farms as a policy 
would be abandoned ; whereas the de- 
claration of the noble Lord leads me 
rather to understand that it would be 
continued. I am dealing with the in- 
ference which I draw between the differ- 
ence in character of these two declara- 
tions. I hope there may be no such 
difference, and that the use of the term 
“hopeless” by the noble Lord was an in- 
advertence. Ido entreat the Government 
to remember that this is not an ordinary 
case of waging war in an enemy’s country 
which you are going to leave, and to 
which you do not care what happens 
when you have finished the war. This 
country is our own country. All the 
property destroyed is the property of our 








fellow-subjects and of people with whom 
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we hope and intend to live in amity in; demand for money to any other body 


future. 


in a spirit of hopeless 


I do hope that instead of acting | than to this sole and only House of 
resistance | Commons. 


This House of Commons 


and unconditional surrender there will| believes it is the possessor of—and it 


rather a 
t of Her 


be 


tendency 
Majesty’s 


on 


Government | burdens on the people. 


the does possess—the sole right of imposing 


That undoubted 


to deal with the Boers in the spirit indi- right has never yet been questioned, 


cated by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
which is a proper and admirable spirit, 
and one which I hope will be confirmed 
by the Colonial Secretary when he comes 
to speak on the subject. There is one 
other point. I cannot understand for the 
life of me why, during the whole continu- 
ance of these affairs in China, no papers 
have been presented to the House. I 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 


| 


think it is without precedent that this | 


House should be left to learn from foreign 


newspapers as to what is passing in China, | 


what action England is taking, and what | 


other countries are doing in consequence 
of that action. 


books, but no single paper has been sub- 
mitted to us. 
not sitting, and no Member was able to 


put an embarrassing question to the, 
But at least it shows a) 


Government. 
want of consideration for this House, and 
also a want of consideration for the 


eountry generally, that while the world | 
was furnished with foreign accounts as to. 


what was taking place in China, we had 
no official accounts whatever. 
that is very regrettable. Some of us 


have very serious doubts as to whether it | 


was to our interest to enter into such a 
close alliance with the “ Mailed Fist,” and 
whether what we have done is as abso- 
lutely correct as it ought to have been. 
But I will not enter into that now. I find 
there is no representative of the Navy 
present, and I think that several other 
departments might also be represented 
here to-night. I donot know, whether, in 
the absence of the Minister responsible, it 
would be any use to ask if there is any 
further information with regard to the 
doings of the Navy in the South African 
War. Ihave more than once complained 
of the fact that the Naval authorities 
have failed to secure accurate infor- 
mation, the consequence of which has 
been that we have been seizing goods 
not liable to seizure, and that when 
vessels have been seized they have had to 
be released by orders from this country. 
There is one other matter I should wish 
to mention. I believe it is wholly unpre- 


We have had German | 
books, French books, and all sorts of | 


Of course Parliament was | 


I think | 


and has always been acknowledged by the 
Sovereign herself in the Royal Speech 
summoning a new Parliament, which, by 
the way, we have not yet had even in a 
very limited degree. Any special demand 
for money should be addressed to this 
House alone, but no such demand has 
been made. The House has not been 
promised that any estimate of the sum 
required will be laid before it, and 
whether there is to be any such estimate 
we know not; the demand of the Sove- 
reign for funds is addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament. But I would point 
out that invariably the compliment has 
been paid to this House of addressing to 
'it, and to it alone, the demand for the 
supplies required. That is a recognition 
of the position of this House in the 
country as the special representative of 
the taxpayers, and I am afraid that this 
is only another attempt to pass by the 
House of Commons as though it were not 
the special guardian of the public purse 
and the special authority for voting 
charges upon the people. I am afraid 
this attempt is only one of a series of 
attempts, which I have witnessed with 
concern, to regard the House of Commons 
-as a body rather to be got rid of 
than reasoned with, and its rules and 
conditions as ancient and musty, and 
to be evaded rather than to be com- 
plied with in their spirit and letter. It 
is the act of the Ministry, not of the 
Sovereign, and I think it right to pro- 
test against the rules of the House of 
Commons being evaded and its traditions 
set at nought in this manner. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
Mr. Speaker, at the commencement of a 
session the subjects of debate on the 
Address, during the first day, cover so 
| large a ground that it is almost” impos- 
| sible for those who desire to bring for- 
'ward a particular subject to follow con- 
'secutively argument in debate, and, 
| therefore, I feel to a certain extent that 
I must apologise to the House for harking 
back on a subject which I daresay is of 
less interest, at any rate to hon. Gentle- 








cedented for the Sovereign to make a! men opposite, than the subject matter of 


First Day. 
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debate in the last two or three speeches. {and not the old register. Those two 
Nevertheless, it is one which I feel I must | occasions were the General Elections of 
refer to, because this evening is, I believe, | 1868 and 1885. There is one point that 
the last occasion on which it will be pos-|I myself have noticed, and I never 
sible to bring the matter before the| heard anyone else notice it until it 
House. The matter itself occupied a} was noticed by the hon. Member 
considerable position of importance in the for Leicester in debate in this House. I 
speech of my right hon. friend the | want to reiterate this remarkable fact— 
Leader of the Opposition, and it also | and I think it is remarkable—that the 
occupied a considerable portion of the | proclamation of the dissolution was made 
speech of the Leader of the House. I | on a Tuesday, and the effect of making it 
refer to the conduct of the last election | on a Tuesday was that the first day of 
by Her Majesty’s Ministers. I think | the week on which an election could be 
that, perhaps, the actual facts of the con- | held in any borough was a Monday, and 
duct of the election have not been com-| the last the following Friday, the result 
pletely put before the House even yet. being that no borough election could 
I would like to ask attention to two facts. be held on Saturday, which was the most 
The first is that during the whole five | convenient day. I do not think that can 
years of the last Parliament the Govern- | be altogether held to have been accidental. 
ment received the practically unabated |I think we know the electioneering 
support of a majority of 130 in this, methods of Birmingham. Again, there 
House ; that furthermore, it has been was absolutely no issue put before the 
generally recognised that a Government electors. What was the issue? Can any 
that is supported by a great majority can hon. Member tell us? The Hospital 
go on—and there is no reason why it | enquiry was still on in South Africa, and 
should not go on—for six years. The the war was not finished, and it is not 
late Government only went on for five finished yet. The only conceivable issue 
years. In addition to that—I do not that could have been put before the 
think it has been specifically stated yet, | electorate of this country was the issue 
and it is the gravamen of the charge of annexation or no annexation. But 
against the Government that was made every party in the State, and every hon. 
by us at the last election in our several Member, on whatever bench he may have 
constituencies —the election was held | sat in this House, including the right 
after the Revision Courts had decided | hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
that at least 1} million of electors were; Montrose Burghs—probably the most 
entitled to vote and before, by the beauti-| extreme opponent of the war who 
ful arrangement of our registration; sat on the Front Opposition Bench— 
laws, that 14 million of  electors| had declared that, whether they liked it 
were able to vote. That is an!or not, annexation was inevitable. I 
absolutely unique event. I have gone | claim that there was absolutely no issue 
through the history of all the elections | whatever put before the country. Were 
since the Reform Bill of 1832—I think it | there any grounds of public policy for 
will be universally acknowledged that no | holding the election under such circum- 
precedent before 1832 holds good—and I} stances? The Government had a 
find that there is no instance since 1832 | majority of 130; if they wanted money 
of an election having been held between | they could have summoned the last 
the time when the Revision Courts Parliament and have had it voted, with 
declared that an enormous number of new | the absolute certainty that at least half 
electors were entitled to vote, and the the Members on this side of the House 
time when they were actually enabled to | would have supported any demand they 
vote according to our Registration Laws. | made to prosecute the war to a successful 
That is an absolutely unique condi-| issue. We had good reason for doing so. 
tion of things. It has been already men- | This is the first time for fifty years in 
tioned by the Leader of the Opposition | which a Tory Government, having landed 
that there is no precedent for an autumn | us in war, have had to pay the bill. It 
election except on two occasions ; and on | was not to our interest that they should 
both those occasions special Acts of| not. I could name dozens of individuals, 
Parliament were passed to accelerate the | people who have been Liberals all their 
coming into force of the register, so that | lives, and who have always voted Liberal, 
these elections were fought on the new! who abstained or voted with the Tories 


Mr. E. J C. Morton, 
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in the last election for the simple reason 
that they were determined, as one of 
them said to me, “to force the Tory 
party to wipe up its own mess.” Under 


those circumstances the Government 
went to the most bogus election 
ever held in this country. There 


was no genuine appeal made to the 
electorate. It was a bogus election, 
not decided by the genuine electorate of 
this country. I will undertake to say— 
and I have been, in an amateur sort of 
way, a student of the history of the elec- 
tions—that for half a century past there 
has never been an election in which such 
infamous calumnies were hurled against 
Liberal candidates as were hurled against 
the Liberal candidates at the last elec- 
tion. I wish the Leader of the House 
were in his place, because I acknowledge 
that, so far as he is personally concerned, 
he is an exception as regards the 
charges that we bring against some other 
prominent Members of the Government. 
In common with a large number of 


‘Members on this side of the House I was 


almost amazed at the protestation of 
ignorance the right hon. Gentleman 


made as to some events that had taken | 


Therefore it | goiq Ecclesall) : I venture to think that 


place during the election. 
is just possible that the right hon. 
Gentleman is ignorant of what took place 
in one constituency. I know that pro- 
bably the great majority of Members who 


are here present are perfectly well aware | 
of this instance, but there may be one or | a question of the past. The country gave 
two who are not, and possibly the Leader | 
of the House may be one of them. I that decision, I believe, was based not, 


'as has been said this evening, upon 


do not think that the English language 
can adequately supply a'word which would 
stigmatise the abominable way in which 
the recent election was fought in the New- 
market Division of Cambridgeshire. The 
Liberal candidate in that division was a 


three sons, and all of them volunteered 


third got enteric fever. 


in which they represented Mr. Rose in the 
figure of a man with a rose as his head, 
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| up the Union Jack. 
bring charges against the legitimate 
' Tories who are in the Cabinet. 
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pulling at a second rope trying to keep 
Iam not going to 


the Queen’s Speech. 


I see a 
representative of the Government here, 


the newly appointed Under Secretary for 


Foreign Affairs, an appointment which 
I hope he will allow me to con- 
gratulate him upon, and which I 
believe has given great satisfaction. 
I believe Lord Salisbury has had a son at 
the front—a very clever son who has been 
risking his life. Go through the legiti- 
mate Tory party, and you will find that 


_all of them have risked something for the 


cause—all except the Birmingham gang ; 
and it is that gang which has brought 
those charges of treason—the most scan- 
dalous that can be brought against any 
politician. It is they who have embittered 


' the politics of this country, and I venture 


to say that the time will come, and will 
come within the next two or three years, 
when the whole of this country will be 
sick and disgusted at the calumny and 
corruption that have been introduced into 
the politics of this country. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 


a great deal of the discussion to-night 
has been singularly futile. The question 
as to whether the General Election was 
taken at a time fair or desirable is surely 


a decision which was unmistakable, and 


the past record of either party, but 
upon the fact that the people of England 


| and Scotland realised, with that common- 
| sense which has always marked their de- 
| cisions at a great crisis, that it would be 
gentleman named Rose. Mr. Rose had only | absolutely unwise to trust the settlement 
of this great African question to a party 
to the front. Two were killed, and the | so hopelessly divided as the party oppo- 
His father went | 
out to nurse his only remaining son, and ora policy. The decision has been made, 
this so-called Unionist party put about | and it is unmistakable. 
the walls of that constituency a placard | however, to deal with this subject to- 
night. We have all listened with the 


| greatest possible interest, and I venture 


site—a party, moreover, without a leader 


I do not propose, 


palling down the Union Jack, and an-| to say with considerable admiration for 


nouncing that he was a pro-Boer. A 


its ability, to the speech of the right hon. 


figure of ex-President Kruger was standing | the Leader of the Opposition—a speech 
beside him helping to pull down the! which will certainly rank very high 
Union Jack. On the same placard was a 
figure of the Unionist candidate, and 
representing Lord Salisbury, 


another 








among the speeches delivered in this 
House. During the last session of Parlia- 
ment I rigidly abstained from saying any- 
First Day. 
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thing whatever about the war or the 
question of South Africa generally. I 
thought it undesirable to do _ s0, 
though I had some right to speak 
on the _ subject, because I had 
seen something of the war, and had for 
many years devoted considerable study to 
South African matters. But I felt that 
until the war was practically settled it 
would be wrong, in the national and im- 
perialinterest,.to indulge incriticism which 
might possibly have the effect of weaken- 
ing the force of the party and of the 
Government which, in my humble judg- 
ment, were alone able to carry this ques- 
tion to a satisfactory settlement. But I 
think that the time for silence may now 
be considered to be passed, and that we 
shall be justified in addressing some 
criticisms with regard to the conduct of 
the war and the policy of the Government 
in South Africa. I do not propose to 
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say much on this subject to-night. I} 


think there will be other more favourable 
opportunities later on. I believe it is the 
general wish of the House that the debates 
before Christmas should not be protracted, 
and that the House should be able to rise 
as soon as possible. I would only indi- 
cate one or two questions to which I 
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*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
have not got the telegram by me, but I 
have a very distinct recollection of his 
sending a telegram to one of the principal 
colonies—I think it was to Canada— 
saying that infantry rather than mounted 
men were desired. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I was 
only the mouthpiece. I asked for both, 


*Str E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT: 
Exactly what I said. I said I presumed 
it was a military matter, and that he was 
| acting under advice. Now he accepts my 
view of it. Another question which I would 
press very much on the House has already 
' been dealt with by the right hon. Mem- 
| ber for Forest of Dean, and that is why 
| there have been no inquiries or no court- 
| martials—or, at all events, why we have 
|no knowledge of such tribunals—with 
regard to some of those most regrettable, 
|and I venture to say, most disgraceful 
| disasters which have occurred during 
| the war. I do think that the course 

which, so far as we know, has_ been 
| taken with regard to such surrenders as 

Nicholson’s Nek, Sanna’s Post, Roode- 
| val, Lindley, and Dewetsdorp the other 





think the country will expect, and | day, are events which call for the closest 


which it has a right to demand, an 
answer. This war has been costly, 
both in human life and _ in treasure, 
beyond all expectation, and I believe that 
one of the principal reasons for its great 
length and the great sacrifices of both 
life and money has been the fact that our 
military forces before President Kruger’s 
ultimatum were not sufficiently strong in 
South Africa. I think we have a right 
to ask the Government why the demands 
that we have reason to believe were made 
by the military, and perhaps by the poli- 
tical authorities, for the reinforcements 
before the Boers made their attack, were 
denied to them. I think we have also 


the right to know—though this is perhaps | 


more a military question—from the right 
hon. Gentleman who is now present on 
the Front Bench, and who was the mouth- 
piece of the sentiment, why the extra- 
ordinary mistake was made of advising 
that infantry should be sent out rather 
than mounted men. [Mr. J. CHAMBER- 


| examination in the interests of the Army. 
|I am not speaking from a desire for 
| punishment, but in the interests of these 
|men who have done their duty and sacri- 
'ficed themselves. It is most desirable 
| that some such inquiry should have taken 
place. It is most clearly laid down in 
| the Army Regulations that there shall be 
|a court martial or inquiry in every case 
| of the surrender of any considerable body 
|of men in the field; and, therefore, we 
should like to know whether these 
inquiries have been held, and if not, 
why not. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition made a 
statement in regard to charges of cruelty 
against our own forces, which, as the 
| Leader of the House has pointed out, met 
with the general consensus of — the 
| House, and he showed a most laudable 
disinclination to make himself responsible 
for these charges. I am satisfied from 
what I saw during four months of the 





| conduct of the war and of our soldiers in 


LAIN dissented.] The right hon. Gentle- | South Africa that these charges are abso- 


man sent a telegram. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I did not 
interfere in the military question at all. 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 





_lutely false. I was present at some of the 


most interesting phases of the war—the 


_march from the Modder River to Paarde- 
| burg, the surrender of General Cronje, and 
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other engagements—and I believe that | hands of those on the spot. I have the 
what the Leader of the Opposition has | most absolute confidence in Sir Alfred 
stated with regard to our soldiers and | Milner. I believe everyone who knows 
officers is true—that, if anything, they | him, who has seen his work, who has 
are too soft-hearted in war, that their watched his career and his conduct of 
whole conduct, their ideals, and practice affairs in South Africa, has that absolute 
-of life, render the charges made against | confidence. He is one of the most 
them absolutely unfounded and impos-| moderate, one of the ablest and 
sible of belief. I venture to say that most statesmanlike men in the whole 
‘when these charges are brought into | Imperial service. If Sir Alfred Milner 
thorough examination—the examples, for | is of opinion that the present course is 
instance, given by the right hon. Member | the best to bring the war to a con- 
for Montrose in the papers, and those | clusion I am satisfied he is right. Again, 
adduced by certain Boer officers now | I have absolute confidence in the leaders 
prisoners at Simonstown—they will be|of the Army, especially in Lord 
found to amount to very little. Certain | Kitchener. The charges made against 
farms have been burned, but it must Lord Kitchener of cruelty and injustice 
‘be remembered that a Boer farm are absolutely false. I believe Lord 
does not very much resemble a farm Kitchener is a thorough, perhaps a 
in other parts of the world, and the | stern, but not a cruel soldier. No 
damage done would be comparatively charges of injustice and cruelty against 
slight. These farms are generally built of | non-combatants have ever been proved 
‘cement or stone, and the furniture is ex-| against Lord Kitchener. I believe a 
ceedingly rough. The reason why there certain idea prevalent of Lord Kitchener’s 
may have been so much burning is that severity is largely due to the fact that 
the hidden ammunition is almost always the Dervish forces suffered severely 
stored in the roof, and in cases of rapid at Omdurman. That victory was due 
movement it is almost impossible that it to Lord Kitchener’s brilliant strategy, 
can be got at except by setting fire to but the great Dervish loss was princi- 
the roof. It will be found that the , pally owing to the tactics of the Khalifa 
amount of damage done in money value | and to the reckless daring of the mis- 
is very slight and easy to repair. I pass | guided Dervishes. I repeat that a great 
“over the sniping of our troops, the abuse deal of the impression which exists as 
of the white flag, the treachery of the | to Lord Kitchener’s severity is based 
inhabitants of the farms, the giving of |on a wrong assumption. I wish to 
information to the enemy, etc., but would say a few words about China, which is 
point out that the cases given by the the only other subject mentioned in the 
Dutch officers related to a single district | Queen’s Speech beside South Africa. 
round Winburg, where partisan and | We know very little of what is going on 
guerilla warfare is particularly active, in China; but we do know that a great 
and where there have been many cases! many most serious mistakes have been 
of the treacherous use of the white | made there. We know, in the first place, 
flag. I say again that our troops are| that the Government unfortunately 
wholly incapable of the offences brought delayed moving troops for the relief of the 
against them. I think it is pos-| embassies until almost too late. We 
sible that more may be done to: know that they delayed their invitation 
bring an end to this unfortunate to Japan to carry out the relief almost 
guerilla warfare by allowing the Boer | until too late. If Japan had been invited 
leaders and the Boer forces still under | six weeks earlier, as might have been 
arms to know if it is possible—I do not | done in conjunction with one or two 
pretend on this matter to offer any | other Governments who were willing to 
decision on the military question—to | press the same policy, the whole of this 
assure them that if they laid down their most diffieult, most dangerous, and in 
arms they would not be deported from , many ways most horrible campaign in 
the Transvaal, and that the mortgages on China might have been avoided. How- 
their farms would not be foreclosed, and | ever, the opportunity was lost ; and owing 
that they would not be treated with to the belief which the Government have 
severity. That might have a very great | professed in what I have before described 
effect. I feel, however, that the decision | as the most mischievous of all fictions, 
of this question should be left in the | the Concert of Europe, we have been led 


First Day. 














165 Address in Answer to 


into a combined expedition into China, 


which, so far, has been of no 
advantage to this country, and 
which the more it is examined 


will prove to be more mischievous and 
full of peril for the future. The Concert 
of Europe, happily, has now, except in 
name, been practically abandoned, 
although no doubt that will be denied, 
and the Government have substituted for 
it an agreement or alliance with Germany 
and with other Powers in regard to 
China. They have recurred to the policy 
which Lord Beaconsfield twenty-two 
years ago carried out with such signal 
success in the settlement of the Russo- 
Turkish question. If that understanding 
is a practical one, and carried out with 
courage to a proper conclusion, it will be 
satisfactory to China. I congratulate the 
Government heartily on the agreement 
with Germany. I was sorry to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean speak in the disparag- 


ing way he did of an alliance with a great | 


military Power. 
*Stir CHARLES DILKE: No. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : The 
right hon. Gentleman has previously 
spoken in the same sense. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: What I said 
was that the Secretary for the Colonies 
had set up an alliance with a great 
military Power as against a higher 
standard for the fleet ; and that I per- 
sonally preferred a higher standard for 
the fleet. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : It is 
very difficult to corner the right hon. 
Gentleman, who for the last twenty 
years has never lost an opportunity of 
sneering and snarling at a_ possible 
German alliance—he having once tried to 
bring about an alliance with France and 
Russia. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Never. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: My 
recollection is different from that of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I refer to this 
matter not from any feeling against the 
right hon. Gentleman, or from any desire 
to obtain an advantage over him in debate, 
but to enable the House to appreciate the 
fact that he is always agitating against a 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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{German alliance. Well, we have got a 
' German alliance, and we have seen one of 
‘the benefits of it in the fact that the 
| German Emperor has declined to receive 
'President Kruger at a very critical 
‘moment. This alliance with the stable 
/German Monarchies is the true policy for 
this country. The Concert of Europe 
is impossible. It cannot exist. You 
cannot have a real Concert between 
Powers like England and _ Russia 
or Germany and _ France, whose 
interests are diverse. You have a mere 
superficies, a mere pretence of a Concert, 
which does not exist, which deludes the 
Government and the people, which in- 
forms our enemies of our aims, and gives 
them a lever for counter-working us. If 
you substitute for that Concert a real 
alliance or understanding with Germany, 
as I believe can also be done with 
Japan and with the United States, then 
you have an alliance with the domi- 
nant force not only in the East, but else- 
where, and you can practically impose 
your policy on China. It is pretty 
clear that Russia realises that Her 
Majesty’s Government are in possession 
of that dominant force, although she and 
| France have pretended to fall in with the 
| conditions of the Anglo-German agree- 
;ment. Now the point I wish to bring 
| before the House is this: that if this Ger- 
/man agreement for any settlement of the 
| Chinese question is to be really perma- 
nent, if it is to save China and protect 
| British interests, you must prevent the 
permanent possession of Manchuria by 
| Russia. The right hon. Gentleman 
I have quoted said that it was 
|the fashion last session to declare that 
Manchuria is lost. Sir, the possession of 
Manchuria by Russia does not merely 
| represent the possession of a certain tract 
|of territory. The gravity of its posses- 
| sion by Russia is this : that Russia always. 
| imposes her military conscription on every 
| country she conquers; and from among 
‘the ten millions of hardy Manchurians. 
‘she could in ten years raise a splendid 
/army, led and officered by Russians, 
| which could overrun the central provinces 
of China—in fact the whole of China. It 
/would be almost impossible for any 
| European Power, or combination of 
| Powers, to resist the sturdy, armed popu- 
‘lation of Manchuria, drilled and led 
| by Russian officers. That is the danger. 
| And that danger, small now, will be in- 


creased tenfold the moment the Trans- 
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Siberian Railway is completed, for then | We are demanding at this moment the 
Russia will be able to transport troops, | | punishment of Chinese whotook part in the 
guns, munitions, supplies, etc., across | massacre of 200 or 300 Europeans. Those: 
Asia to any extent. If this Anglo- | massacres were horrible, and certainly 
German agreement is intended to stop | |demand condign punishment, but what 
Russia obtaining that advantage, then it | must the Chinese think of those people— 
is a most efficient instrument, and the | of those countries who are associated with 
country will owe Her Majesty’s Govern- | such a country as Russia—when they find 
ment a debt of gratitude for having carried | punishment of the Chinese criminals is 
it into effect. I want to say one word | demanded of them, whilst no mention is 
about the way in which the campaign in| made of the punishment of Russian officers 
China has been conducted. I think it is | who have ordered the slaughter of thou- 
most regrettable—and this is one of the | sands upon thousands of Chinese? That 
reasons I deplore our association with | isan inconsistency which must attract the: 
some other countries—that we read of the Chinese worid, and I think that is a reason 
exceedingly cruel brutality with which for abandoning association with a Power 
this campaign has been carried on by | guilty of such acts. I did not have the 
some of the allies. Ido not believe our advantage, being absent from the House 
own forces heve been guilty of these | at the time, of hearing the speech of the 
crimes, but there is no doubt that there | Under Secretary of “State for Foreign 
have been wholesale massacres, looting and | Affairs, but I congratulate him upon the 
plunderof every kind in the northof China. | position he now occupies. I hope the 
There have been massacres deliberately Anglo-German agreement may be 
committed by the Russian troops, which are | effective. I understand the position with 
almost without parallel in modern times. | regard to the Shan-hai-Kwan Railway has 
We know what an outcry was raised now changed, and the possession held 
against another Eastern Power—Turkey— | by Russia is only temporary. But we 
during the Armenian troubles. We re-| have had similar things happen before 
member how the ruler of Turkey, and | with regard to the railws ays both at Tien 
his army generally, were denounced be- | Tsin and Shan-hai-Kwan. Both of those 
cause of what are called the Armenian | railways were seized by the Russians in 
massacres—denounced a whole year be- | defiance of international rights, and one 
fore the massacres took place. 1 confess | only has been given up. But many 
with some feeling of shame that these | things of this kind are occurring, the 
horrible events in China have been passed | | effects of which are most serious to this 
over with hardly a comment by the | country. I allude to the insults put upon 
Press or the Government. I have amassed | our flag and upon our soldiers by the 
evidence which proves beyond doubt that | Russians. It is possible, no doubt, to 
in a vast territory, five hundred miles | exaggerate events of this character, but 
in extent, the whole population, men, | hardly in this case. These offences are done- 
women and children, have been wiped out. | with a motive. If we had English troops 
The evidence is so strong that it cannot | ‘there it would not much matter, but they 
be denied. We have it from the Belgians, | are Indian troops; and if these affronts 
from the French, from the Americans, fw allowed to continue and we allow the 
and English officers, all of whom have! Russians to march before us through 
heen eye. witnesses ; but I willonly quote Peking, there is no knowing what the 
what has been said by a Belgian eye-| influence may be upon our Indian 
witness. He says, in a private letter soldiers. I trust that we shall soon be 
home— | rid of this mischievous conjunction with 
“Ty | certain other Powers in China, which can 
ie scenes I have witnessed, during | 
the three days since the steamer left Blagov et. only tend to injure e China and to diminish 
schensk, are horrible beyond all powers of | British credit and power. 
description. 2,000 Chinese were deliberately | 
drowned at Narxo, 2,000 at Rabe, and 8,000 *Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire,. 
in and around Blagovetschensk. Navigation | ¢ 
was all but impossible. Every moment the | Rushcliffe): I do not propose to follow 
boat had to plough her way through a tangled, | the hon. Member who has just sat down 
mangled mass of corpses, strung and lashed | in his wide survey. His views are well 
wether with eit long, hair” The river known to us, and reveive the respect 
ue that they deserve in this assembly. I 


There is not a village left. The silence of 
death was around us.” | have taken part in the business of this 


First Day. 
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House for a number of years in various 
capacities, but I think, nay, I am sure, 
that it is the first time I have ever 
troubled the House with words of mine 
upon a matter which had a_ personal 
element in it. If I doso now it is because 
I believe the matter of which I am going 
to speak has more than a personal element 
in it. Irise to call the attention of the 
House of Commons to the publication, 
since the last Parliament rose, of certain 
letters in a Parliamentary paper, headed : 
“‘ The Correspondence relating to the Re- 
cent Political Situation in South Africa.” 
Now, the first time that this matter came 
before the attention of the public of this 
country (not the first time it came to the 
attention of the public elsewhere ; I do not 
propose to speak to-night of what hap- 
pened at Cape Colony) was in the House 
of Commons on 3rd August, rather late in 
the session—within a week, in fact, of its 
termination.* On the 3rd of August the 
hon. Member for Wandsworth—who, I 
believe, again represents that constituency 
in the present Parliament—had a ques- 
tion on the Notice Paper. The hon. 
Member for Sheffield, who has just sat 
down, also had a question on the Paper, 
as also had my hon. friend the Member 
for Merthyr Tydfil. The hon. Member 
for Wandsworth asked if certain docu- 
ments— 

‘had been discovered during the search of the 
“Government offices at Pretoria affecting 
certain Members of the House of Commons 
and other politicians who have taken a promi- 
nent part in the agitation in this country in 
favour of the Boers; whether there is any 
information he can give to the House on the 
‘subject, without detriment to the public inte- 
rest; if such documents have been found, 
whether they will be laid before Parliament ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government are 
in possession of any correspondence between 
British Members of Parliament and Transvaal 
authorities ; and, if so, whether it can be laid 
upon the Table.” 

The right hon. Gentleman in his reply 
used this language—I do not propose to 
read the whole of his reply, but that part 
which is germane to the matter— 

“When the Boer Governments fled from 
Bloemfontein and Pretoria they left behind 
‘them in the archives a mass of private corre- 
spondence.” 

He then went on to indicate the character 
of some of these letters, and said— 

“It includes copies of a number of letters 
purporting to have been written by an English 


_* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvii., p. 630 (3rd August) ; 
ip. 904 (7th August) ; p. 1006 (8th August). 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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M.P. Her Majesty’s Government have also 
in their possession copies of letters, and an 
extract of a letter purporting to have been 
written by two other M.P.’s. Two of them 
were dated just before the outbreak of war; 
the other is a request couched in a form which 
is certainly open to criticism for information 
respecting martial law.” 


The right hon. Gentleman then used 
some other language which I do not 
quote, and concluded by saying— 


‘*T propose to send them in the first instance 
to the alleged writers and ask if they desire 
to offer any explanation. Her Majesty’s 
Government will wait their reply before 
deciding on the question of publication.” 


Four days after, on 7th August, he 
whom I regret to call Sir Wilfrid 
Lawson, and whom we should still like to 
be able to call the hon. Member for 
Cockermouth, had a question down on 
the Paper. The right hon. Gentleman 
again replied— 

“Copies of the letters attributed to these 


gentlemen were only sent to them last night, 
and I have had no time to receive an answer. 


On the next day, the 8th August, the 
debate on the Appropriation Bill took 
place, and, as it proved, was the last 
opportunity of speaking or doing any- 
thing in that Parliament. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in reply to criticisms made 
by one or two hon. Gentlemen in this 
matter, said— 

“We cannot govern the time at which a 
matter of this kind becomes public property ; 
but as we only received this ;correspondence 
from Bloemfontein a very few days ago—the 
first part only a fortnight ago—and as we were 
told there was more to come, my own idea was 
that we should wait until we had the whole of 
the alleged correspondence in our hands before 
coming to any conclusion.” 


And he concluded by saying— 


“ As goon as we can get the replies we will 
come to an immediate decision as to whether 
the correspondence should be published or 
not.” 


There was some other correspondence, 
but that is all that is material, and, as I 
have said, the session concluded on that 
day. Before passing from this I should 
like to say, both on the 3rd and 8th of 
August the right hon. Gentleman gave a 
sort of paraphrase of one or two of 
the letters, and he did not confine him- 
self to that; he made use of language 
with reference to the merits of the letters, 
and, in fact, indicated his opinion of 





them ; he did not quote the letters, but 
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used language of his own to describe 
them. The next stage was the publica- 
tion of the Parliamentary paper to which 
I have alluded, which was divided into 
four sections. The first section contains 
four letters from the Chief Justice of 
Cape Colony, the Right Hon. Sir Henry 


de Villiers, a man whose name I cannot | 
mention in this House without paying | 
him the highest tribute of respect that it | 


is possible to pay. The second section 


contains four letters from Mr. Merriman; | 
the third contains certain letters of Mr. | 
Le Water ; and the fourth the correspon- | 
dence of the Members of the Imperial | 
Now I take first the four | 


Parliament. 
letters from the Chief Justice of Cape 
Colony. The Secretary of State for the 


Colonies, in one of his election speeches, | 


said that when the letters came into the 
hands of the Government he sent the let- 
ters to the Chief Justice of Cape Colony, 
asking his consent to their publication, and 


got it. Two questions I wish to ask with | 


regard to those letters. In the first place, 


why was his consent asked and the consent | 


of no other person asked as to the pub- 
lication of this correspondence ? Why was 
there any differentiation made between 
one person and another, and why, if his 
consent was asked, did not the Colonial 
Secretary publish his letter asking the 
consent of the Chief Justice with the 
reply which he received? In_ that 
reply the Chief Justice may have made 
suggestions in the letter giving his consent. 
He may have thought if he did not give 
consent his action might have been mis- 


construed in Cape Colony and in this, 


country, and he may have suggested to 
the Colonial Secretary that all the cor- 
respondence, of which these four letters 
were only a, part, should be published. 
That is my first question. Now the next 
case is that of Mr. Merriman; in that case 
consent was neither asked for norobtained. 


Why was not the same policy pursued in | 


that case? Mr. Merriman thirty years ago 
performed the duties of a Minister in Cape 


Colony, and has many times since been a_ 


Minister there. Why was not consent 
asked from him ? 
attention tothe action of the Governor 
of Cape Colony. Mr. Merriman was in 
constant association, as a member of the 
Ministry, ;with the Governor of Cape 
Colony, and yet, all the time, the 


Governor had in his pocket the private 
letter of Mr. Merriman, which he sub- 
sequently sent to the Secretary of State 
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|for the Colonies. Can you find in the- 
| long roll of Colonial Governors any one 
| who would have stooped to a thing of 
| that kind—who, having such a letter: 
‘in his pocket written by one of his 
| own Ministers, sends it home behind 
his back and without his knowledge ? 
Now I turn to the fourth section, which. 
contains the letters written by the: 
Members of the Imperial Parliament.. 
One of those has disappeared. aegeed 
terial cheers.]| I was prepared for that 
cheer, but two of them have not dis- 
appeared. [Opposition cheers.] I am one: 
of those Members, and I propose to deal 
with my share in this transaction. The 
right hon. Gentleman did me the honour: 
| to write me a letter— 


the Queen’s Speech, 


| “Downing Street, 6th August, 1900. Sir,— 
| I beg to call your attention to the enclosed 
copy of an extract from a letter containing 
what purports to bea letter written by you, 
and to enquire if you desire to offer any ex- 
planations or observations with regard to it.” 


|I think I need not trouble the House 
| with the enclosure contained in that 
letter. I do not dwell upon the question. 
of whether this is a correct copy of the 
/extract from my letter. I take it the 
| Colonial Secretary, as a man of honour, 
/would not send me an extract unless it 
| was accurately copied in this Parliamen- 
|tary paper. I replied to the Colonial 
| Secretary in these terms— 


| “8th August. Sir,—Your letter dated the 
6th inst., with its enclosure, has reached me 
here to-day. The extract to which my atten- 
tion is drawn appears to speak for itself. It 
oceurred, I think—for I did not keepa copy— 
in a private letter, written by me in response - 
| to communications with respect to censorship. 
| and martial law in South Africa, and requests 
to bring certain alleged incidents before Par- 
liament. I pointed out to the sender that the 
statements lacked precision, etc., and, so far 
as I recollect, summed up the matter in the- 
extract forwarded in your letter.” 


I have given a good deal of consideration 
to the matter, and I think now, as I 
thought then, that the extract speaks for 
itself. I am bound to confess that it was 
in my mind when I first received the right 
hon. Gentleman’s letter to deny his right 
' to ask me to explain, but I did not wish 
| to expose myself to what no doubt would 
| have been a certain risk of misconception, 
| so I wrote these lines. That is the story 
|so far. Now I should like to thank the 
| Leader of the Opposition for the protest 
jhe raised to-night, not for the first 
| time, against the publication of private 
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‘correspondence, and I protest in 


the most emphatic manner against a| 
Government Department publishing pri- | 
The Postmaster | 
General himself cannet publish private | 
correspondence ; he has to obtain the | 
authority. of one of the Secretaries of | 


vate correspondence. 


State even for seizing it. The sanctity 
and inviolability of the mail-bags is en- 
shrined in Acts of Parliament. 
are most close and strict. I sat as a mem- 
‘ber of a Committee to inquire into the 
business of the Post Office, and it was 
‘brought very forcibly to my mind at that 
time. Old Members of this House will 
remember that few things have ever ex- 
cited so much indignation in this country 
as disclosures of the rifling of mail-bags or 
the seizing and opening of letters by 
the authorities of the Post Office. The 
Government may, after due formalities, 
go to the Post Office and open letters 
for the preventing of crime ; but though 


they can seize letters they cannot publish | 


them. I shall probably be told that 
these letters were seized under martial 
law for military purposes. But can any- 
‘one honestly pretend that this Parlia- 
mentary paper was issued for military 
‘objects, or the prevention of crime? No, 
Sir, the right hon. Gentleman gave him- 
self away on that point, because on the 
3rd of August he entered into a disserta- 


tion as to the merits of these letters, | 


and by so doing at once put them upon 
a political plane. I say that the 
publication of this extract of a private 
letter from me to a personal friend in Cape 
Colony is a wanton violation of constitu- 
tional usage and most unprecedented in its 
nature. 
been made of it. At the end of August the 
-campaign of calumny, I think I am justi- 


fied in calling it, commenced. At a small | 


meeting held in my constituency a not 


very prominent M.P., who has now dis- | 
appeared, like many others at the General | 
| ing the extract seized by the authorities, 
|and what was the matter and substance 


Election, said Mr. Ellis had been false to 
his oath and a traitor to his Queen and 
country. 
and the same note was echoed by the 
press, and then what happened all 
through the election? There were leaflets 
and pamphlets and placards—the hon. 
Member for Torquay, whom I am glad to 
welcome to-night, had as his opponent 
a young man who actually published in 
his address that I had been giving the 
enemies of this country—the Boers— 
advice. [Cheers.] Somebody cheers that, | 


Mr. John Ellis. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘enemy, that I have given 


I now turn to the use which has | 


That was the key-note struck, | 
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but where do you find it here in this 
extract ? A remarkable thing about these 
leaflets and placards was that they did 
not come into my own constituency ; | 
suppose they did not dare to send them 


there. One thing I am surprised at is 
this: the right hon. Gentleman sent 


congratulatory telegrams and addresses 
to various candidates, but he did not send 
one to the gentleman who was opposing 
me. If he had done so it would have 
been worth its weight in gold tome. I 
will say this: that although in the con- 
stituency I represent these things were 
not circulated against me, it did 
make my blood boil that in the 
town in which [ was born, and for 
which my grandfather sat in this House 
fifty years ago as its honoured represen- 
tative, I should have been branded as a 
traitor tomy country. I have to thank 
the Member for Leicester, who sits on the 
other side of the House, for at once with- 
drawing the placard on his attention being 
called to it. The present Secretary of 
State for War made an allusion to my 
conduct which was entirely erroneous, 
but upon my calling attention to it he 
immediately withdrew it and expressed 
his regret. That was conduct to be ex- 
pected of a Secretary of State, and it is 
conduct which I am glad to say is still 
sometimes seen. The charges may be 
summed up in these words : that at the 
time when delicate negotiations were pend- 
ing [ invited and requested a damaging 
stream of facts, that I have been in 
treasonable correspondence with the 
advice to 
the enemies of our country, and that 
in fact I was a traitor. Anyone who 
desires to form any judgment or express 


any opinion as to my conduct or action 


with regard to this extract must, I 
respectfully submit, inform himself on 
three points—to whom was the letter 
addressed, where was the letter contain- 


of the extract. The letter was addressed 
to a certain Mrs. Solly, an English lady 
in Cape Colony, a friend of my own, 
who married there a gentleman who 
occupied a high position on the Cape 
railways. Where was the letter seized ! 
Now I come to a point to which I wish 
to call the particular attention of the 


' House. On the 3rd August the right hon. 
' Gentleman, in his reply to the question, 


spoke of the archives of Bloemfontein 
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and Pretoria, and of a mass of private |Is he quite sure I did not ask for the 


correspondence found there. 
8th of August he mentioned corre- 


spondence from Bloemfontein, and on | 


the 28th September he said _ these 
letters were found at Bloemfontein. 
Now I cannot emphasise this point 
too much, and I want every man who 
listens to me at this moment to bear in 
mind dates. 


year, and the letter was 
Solly, forwarding the extract on the 5th 
of June. 
written we were in possession of Bloem- 
fontein. If the letter was found at Bloem- 
fontein it must have been taken there by 
the British authorities, because they were 
in possession twelve weeks before. If it 
was not found at Bloemfontein why mix 
it up in a statement made in this 
House with 
spondence found at Bloemfontein ? 
extract from my letter was never out- 
side Cape Colony at all. 
between Cape Town and Lady Grey. 
I cannot emphasise this point too much, 
becanse half the charges against me 
fall to the ground. As to the matter 
and substance of my request, I had re- 
ceived during February, March, and | 
April, from this lady, who is an en-| 
thusiastic philanthropist, a large number | 
of statements in regard to alleged occur- | 
rences in Cape Colony which had horrified | 
her. In May, I sat down and wrote her a 
private letter. It was written under the 
stress of a great deal of work. It was 
not written with any great care as to ex- 
pression. Init Isummed up my advice. I | 
told her in that letter that such state- 
ments as she was sending to me were 
useless for Parliamentary purposes. I 
see hon. Gentlemen cheering. Does | 
not that show that I was desirous 
not to trouble Parliament with any- 
thing irrelevant? I want to call 
attention to this specific matter. 
What I allude to in that extract 
relates not to military acts in relation 
to the enemy at all. It relates to acts 
alleged to have been done by the Govern- 
ment or its agents in places under its con- 
trol. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
tenders me advice, ‘and I appreciate it. 
He said at Bilston, on 28th September— 

“Tf Mr. Ellis had asked for the truth about 


anything he had heard it would have been 
different, but he asked for a stream of facts.” 


Bloemfontein was occupied | 
and taken possession of by Lord Roberts | 
and his forces on the 13th of March this 
written by Mrs. | 


Weeks before the letter was | 


mass of private corre- | 
The | 


It was found | 


On the | truth previously in the letter? I summed 


up by asking a stream of facts as to 
ae . la al ° ul 
particular points. The right hon. Gentle- 
'man brought the thing to a climax when 
| he said— 
“Even now, if Mr. Ellis will say he made 
'a mistake and he regrets what he wrote, he 


himself would not be inclined to press hardly 
upon him.” 


I did not respond to that kind invitation, 
and I do not now respond to it. My 
/conscience is perfectly clear ; | made no 
mistake, and I have no regret to express 
to the right hon. Gentleman or to any- 
body else. The right hon. Gentleman 
really misconceived his position when he 
used those words. The fact that in 1895 
and again in 1900 Lord Salisbury recom- 
mended him to the Queen for the high 
and onerous office of ‘Secretary of State 
for the Colonies gave him no title what- 
ever to ask his colleagues in this House 
to express regret for their mistakes. 
The whole constitution of Parliament is 
| that we are all on a level here, and the 
| Speaker treats us as such. I pass from 
the personal matter to the wider aspects 
of this subject. An English Member of 
| Parliament is requested, by an English 
lady to bring certain alleged matters 
‘before this House. He takes no notice 
|for some time, but at last he writes the 
| letter containing the extract which had 
| been quoted. Is a man to he pilloried as 
|a traitor for writing a letter like that + 
| How does such action bear on the rights 
and duties and responsibilities of a 
| Member of this House? This is the High 
| Cours of Parliament. The redress of 
|grievances is one of its primary 
| duties. Our ear should be open to 
| the ery of wrong and suffering from any 
| of Her Majesty's subjects. I remember 
| the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
‘for East W olverhampton reminding 
us all that we were Members for India, 
in fact, though not in name, and that we 
were bound to listen to the cry of the 
oppressed people of India. You, Sir, at 
the bar of the House of Lords only two 
days ago claimed for the Members of this 
House all our ancient rights, freedom of 
speech, freedom from arrest, and free 
access to the Crown, not for the private 
interests of the Members, but for the 
public good. For what was the machinery 
of our Committees devised? To inquire, 
to investigate, to probe, and to gather a 
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stream of facts. Is there any obligation 
more incumbent upon the Members 


of Parliament than to test the stories 
brought to them, to prove whether 
they are accurate or inaccurate before 
he troubles the House of Commons 
with them? Is a Member who writes a 
purely personal letter to be pilloried and 
to have it published in the way I have 
described in a Parliamentary paper ? 
Such a state of things has only to be put 
into English to prove that it cannot be 
tolerated for a single moment. 
heard a great deal of the new diplomacy 


being inconvenient. I think the new 
electioneering is scandalous. On one 


{COMMONS} 


We have | 





the Queen’s Speech. 


| but I am bound to bear in mind that 
ithe hon. Gentleman is not the only 


Member of the House who, on the first 


has made an elaborate and carefully-pre- 
pared attack upon the Colonial Secretary, 


speeches besides his, and I hope he will 
not think [am in any way disrespectful 
to him if I take them in their order. But. 

meantime I think I owe it to him to say 
'that I for one have never for a moment 
accused him either of treason to his Queen 
or his country, or of any offence of a very 
serious character. [Cries of “Oh! ”] T 
say I have never done so. 


occasion the right hon. Gentleman said | 


he thought he might leave it to the con- 
stituencies of these hon. Gentlemen to 
deal with these matters. My constituency 


has dealt with the matter. A good many | 


more than 6,000 men in Nottingham- 
shire declared that the man it sent 
to this House should have uninterrupted 
and unrestricted power to gather a 
stream of facts with respect to matters 
affecting the public. But I am not re- 
sponsible only to them. I am a Member 
of this high and honourable assembly, 
and have been for a good many years. 


Mr. LOUGH: You used the word 
“traitor” on the 22nd of September. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know whether the ignorance that is 
shown by these interruptions justifies. 
the slanderous attacks upon me. But, at 
all events, the interruptions are grossly 
ignorant. I have never used any strong: 
language whatever about the hon. Gentle- 
man, and I shall probably use stronger 
language to-night than I have ever done 
during the course of these events, 


This is not a party matter after all, and | 


I acknowledge with the utmost gratitude 
the letters that have come to me and the 
remarks that have been addressed to me 
even in the last few days by hon. Mem- 
bers sitting in all parts of the House. 
The last few weeks 


amount of kindness and generosity among 
my fellow-countrymen which I shall re- 
member to the end of my days. I assure 
the House that I have no higher ambition 


in life than to endeavour to the best of | 


my ability to do nothing, to say nothing, 
even to think nothing, that is unworthy 
of a Member of this high assembly. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Speaker, | 


I think the hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down is justified in claiming the atten- 
tion of the House in order to give an 
explanation as to his personal position in 
reference to the matter he has brought 
before us. He is entitled to make any 


Mr. LOUGH: I am entitled to say 
| that on the 22nd of September, speaking 
in Birmingham, the right hon. Gentleman 

applied the word “traitor” to the whole 
| of us. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The state- 
ment of the hon. Gentlemen is inaccurate, 
but that is a matter I intend to deal with 
'in the course of my remarks. To come 
| back to the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Rushcliffe Division, I would 
' remind the House that when I referred to. 
| the hon. Member’s letter in the first 
| instance, I said it was a request, couched 
in a form which was certainly open to: 
criticism, for information respecting the 
|administration of martial law. That is 
| not an accusation of treason, nor an accu- 
|sation of a very serious character. I 
'think I was very gentle with the hon. 
Gentleman, but I certainly had no 
desire to provoke anything like a 


have tried me in | 
some ways, but they have revealed an | 


explanation he thinks fit, and, of course, | personal controversy between him and 


to ask questions of the Government with | 
regard to the matter of which he com- | 
plains. I will endeavour to give him a 
full answer, though I am not certain that 
it will be a satisfactory answer to him ; | 


Mr. John Ellis, 


myself. During the turmoil of the elec- 
tion I had very little time to see what 
was going on outside my own con- 
stituency. [Laughter.] I do not under- 
stand why hon. Members laugh. I say I 
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occasion of our meeting after the election,. 


I shall have to deal, therefore, with other- 
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had very little time to see what was goin 


en outside my own “sphere of influence.” 


I find, myself, when I am speaking every 
night, almost continuously and at great 
length, that I have not much time to read 
the newspapers, and therefore I learned 
for the first time, with very great regret, 
from the statement of the hon. Gentleman, 
that he was the subject of accusations of 
treason, which certainly I should never 
have supported, and which I believe to be 
wholly unjustifiable. I sympathise with 
him when he says that in his own district, 
where he has lived so many years, he was 
the subject of a campaign of calumny— 
of a conspiracy of vile insinuation. 
Is there nobody else living in his 
own district the subject of a campaign 
of calumny, of a conspiracy of vile 
insinuation ? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition sent down 
thousands and tens of thousands of leaf- 
lets attacking my private character. Not 


{6 DecemBer 1900} 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


my public action—that is a question upon | 
which everybody is entitled to express an | 


opinion—but my private and _ personal 
character were attacked in my own dis- 
trict—in a district where they did not 
even dare to bring forward a candidate 
against me, where, if they had brought 
forward a candidate, he would have gone 
back smaller than he came. 
while, what has been the course of this 
debate? Surely it is an extraordinary 


In the mean- | 


thing when we are met for a special pur- | 


pose—a great and important purpose— 
which raises many issues, on the first 
night of this debate, from the right hon. 
Gentleman who opened it down to the 


hon. Member opposite, the time of the | 
House has been taken up chiefly with an | 


attack on one member of the Govern- 
ment. I cannot understand it. I cannot 
understand why gentlemen, who I may 
assume, from the malignity with which 
they pursue me, are enemies of mine, 
should take such pains to advertise me 
and recommend me to the confidence of 
my fellow-countrymen. Of course, they 
clothe their attacks always under the pre- 
tence of public interest. At one time it 
is in the interest of fair play ; at another 
time it is in the interest of purity of 
public life ; then, again, it is the desir- 
ability that there should be no personali- 
ties. The case would have been very 


different indeed if there had been no per- | 


sonalities in the course of the late election. 
I treat most of these attacks with con- 


| 
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made in a Pickwickian sense, by people 
who do not believe in them themselves. 
But, at the same time, I am bound to say 
it is with an ill grace that those who have 
lent themselves to attacks of this kind 
now come to the House of Commons and 
whine because, forsooth, hard words were 
used against them in the course of the 
General Election. Here is the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition. 
What was part of his speech, with very 
slight cover—a cover which was removed 
by the cheers of the gentlemen behind 
him—directed to? What did it amount 
to? It was a protest against the verdict 
of the people under cover of an attack upon 
the Colonial Secretary. It is ludicrous. 
Suppose that the right hon. Gentleman and 
his party had been successful, suppose 
that they had won instead of us, suppose 
that they had even done what they ex- 
pected to and had reduced our majority 
to eighty. Do you suppose you would 
have heard of ‘a seat lost to the Govern- 
ment is a seat gained to the Boers,” or of 
any of the other complaints which they 
make now? No, Sir, it is simply because 
they are unsuccessful litigants. They 
complain of the verdict, they complain of 
the judge and the jury, and, above all, 
they complain of the prosecuting counsel. 
The right hon. Gentleman commenced 
his speech in an admirable manner. He 
said now the election was over he was 
not going to rake up episodes of this 
extinct controversy, he was not going to 
impute motives, as he was prepared to 
admit the patriotism of his opponents to 
be equal to the patriotism of himself 
and his followers. Yes, and what was 
the conclusion of this part of his speech ¢ 
It was that we called for the election and 
promoted the election at a time which was 
to our advantage, and that we were ani- 
mated by a sordid desire to gain a party 
advantage. [Cheers.] And you cheer 
him, and you complain of hard language. 
Well, you shail have the truth. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


AN Hon. MemBER: It is the first time 
you have told it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN was under- 
stood to say that that was the language 
of acad. [Cries of “ Order, order!” and 
“ Withdraw.” ] 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): On 
a point of order I wish to ask you, Mr. 


tempt; I know that many of them are | Speaker, whether it is within the power 


VOL. LXXXVIII. [Fourtu Srrtss. | 


I First Day. 








181 Address in Answer to 


of a Member of this House to accuse | 
another hon. Member of being a cad ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not hear that , 
expression, but if it was used it should | 
be withdrawn. [Cries of  Withdraw.”] 


Mr. DALZIEL: It was used. 


{COMMONS} 
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gods: when good fortune follows them 
they adore them, but when ill-fortune 
comes they put them in the rain. The 
Opposition appeared, only a few weeks 
before the dissolution, to be anxious to 
take the verdict of the country on the 


mismanagement of the Government, which 


they said existed in every department of 


_the Government, with regard to this war. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Whatever 
I said was said under irritation caused by 
a statement which was called across the 
House that it was the first time that I had 
told the truth. It was rather in the 


nature of an ejaculation ; but, whatever | 


it was, I desire to withdraw it. The 
right hon. Gentleman complains of the 
time at which the election was taken. 
Well, my right hon. friend the Leader ot 
the House has replied very fully to that 
allegation. But let me put one other 
point to the House. What was the state 
of aflairs a few weeks before the election 
was taken? Why, lion, Gentlemen oppo- 
site were declaring, and their newspapers 
were declaring, that there was a reaction 
in the country. I remember a leading 
article in a most influential and able 
organ of the Opposition. It was headed, 
“The gilt off the gingerbread,” and it 
stated that the party ery was worn out, 
that the misconduct of the War Office, 
that the accusations which were made 
against our generals and soldiers, and the 
expense of the war were all producing 
their effect, and the people of this 
country would give a very different ver- 
dict then to what they would have given 
a few weeks before, when the relief of 
Mafeking, and Kimberley, and Ladysmith 
was announced. Well, Sir, that was a chal- 
lenge, and a most mischievous challenge. 
If we had allowed it to pass unnoticed, 
what effect would such a_ statement, 
repeated as it would have been day by 
day, have been likely to have upon public 
opinion abroad and in Africa? We did | 
not think public opinion was so fickle as | 
hon. Gentlemen opposite represent it to 
be. We accepted what was equivalent to 


of the people on the policy we had pur- 
sued. We asked for it, and we got it. 
The verdict was what I for one expected. 
I have more confidence in the people than | 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, who flatter them | 
at one time when they want something 
from them, and abuse them afterwards | 
when the verdict is against them; they 
treat them as the Chinese treat their | 
Mr. Dalziel. 


| 


| ceeded. 
a challenge, and we asked for the verdict | people saw through the plan. 


Why do they complain, then, because we 
appealed to the people at a time when, in 
our opinion, it was of the gravest import- 
ance that we should stand before the 
world as really having the nation at our 
back? When we gavethem thisopportunity 
which they desired the note was changed. 
Before the dissolution we were being 


criticised every day for the injustice of 


the war, the policy of the war, and a 
policy of annexation. How mny of the 
party opposite at the last election stood 
to those principles? My right hon. 
friend the Member for Montrose Burghs 
did certainly. He, with the courage we 
all know him to possess, although unable 
to appear personally, put his views in 
the clearest and most lucid way before 
the electors, and did not suffer in conse- 
quence, and we are glad he is returned 
again. But how many men followed his 
example who were pro-bBoers ?—I do not 
mean that in an offensive sense. I have 
never used the word “ pro-Boer” in an 
offensive sense. [Opposition cries of 
“Qh!”] I have used the word because 
I know of no other way of describing the 
thing. A pro-Boer is aman who believes 
the Boers are right and the English are 


wrong. How many gentlemen opposite 


| stood as pro-Boers at the recent election | 
|The Leader of the Opposition, forsooth, 


in his speech to-day—that speech from 
which all imputations of motive were to 
be absent—aceused us of using patriotism 
for party purposes. What about New- 
castle-upon-Tyne? The Liberal party 
went about at the last election disguised 
in khaki in order to turn out Imperialists. 
To a small extent, no doubt, they suc- 
Sut on the whole | think the 
They had 
a plan of campaign, it is evident, 
because from the moment the dis- 
solution was declared this kind of work 
was going on in every constituency. 
In my own district, where we have 
returned thirty-three Unionists out of 
thirty-nine Members, we were _ not 
opposed by a single man who professed 
the principles of Little Englanderism, 
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or who professed the principles which | which renders the person who committed 
were voted for and adopted by one-| it unworthy of his society. Very well; 
third at least of the party opposite be- it was the act of the Government. Does 
fore the election. When we are accused | any one suppose that [ would have taken 
of an attempt to misrepresent the issues the responsibility in a matter of this 
of this election, I reply that the whole | importance without consulting my col- 
plan of campaign of the Opposition was a leagues, with whom I hope I have always 
deliberate attempt to mislead the electors, acted as loyally as they have acted to me ? 
They complain of my action and language. | No, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman cuts 
Why particularly of me? They pay me himself off from the society of every 
a great compliment. I think I heard one | Member of the Government. His aceusa- 
gentleman who interrupted the Leader of | tion, so far as it is a just one, applies not 
the House to-night say that one phrase only to me, but tothe Prime Minister, to 
which I used, but did not invent, was | the Duke of Devonshire, to my right hon. 
worth millions of votes tous. It is an friend the First Lord of the Treasury, 
extraordinary compliment to pay to any and to all my colleagues. That is the 
member of any Government or party to first thing I have to say. Perhaps that 
say so great an influence is attached to, may give occasion to hon. Gentlemen 
his casual expressions. They complain | opposite to reflect whether, after all, an 
of my actions and langnage. I will deal action which has been taken by such men 
with my actions. What is the action of ,is necessarily a dishonourable action 
which they complain? They complain | which justifies the language of the right 
of the publication of the letters. With hon. Gentleman. What were the cireum- 
regard to that I admit that the hon. Gen- | stances? The hon. Member for Rush- 
tleman opposite was perfectly entitled to | cliffe has given them but incompletely. 
take the course he has done. Whether! Let me complete the story. Certain 
he has been well advised is a different | papers were found at Bloemfontein. The 
question. The right hon. Gentleman knowledge that those papers had been 
opposite described the publication of these found got out—how I do not know—in 
letters as a most serious offence. He went | South Africa. Everybody in_ polities 
so far as to say—I am not using his! there knew that they had been found, 
words, but I think he willagree that I do | and knew that among them was some 
not misrepresent him—that a person who correspondence affecting Members of 
could be guilty of publishing these so- Parliament. That information, which 
called private letters ought to be cut off, was common property in South Africa 
from decent society. | for some days and [ think for some 

: . _ | weeks before any rumour got to this 
Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | country, was repeated in this country 


I said that he would be in private life. | with very great exaggerations, and there- 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well. that po I was asked in this House by two 
avitv. . 7 A 4 JLLIN ’ « . re = 
isa very painful thing. I regret deeply Members of Parliament on my own side, 
Sc 4 ec . > j ° “ 

that Iam to be cut off from the society | and by one on the other side, whether [ 
of the right hon. Gentleman, which | had in my possession—that is, whether the 
never enjoyed — [Opposition cries of Government had in their possession—any 
“Oh and from others of his way of correspondence of the kind, I gave a 
thinking. But there are two sides to|T¢Ply which was strictly accurate, 
the question. When you cut off a man and in which I endeavoured—I will not 
from society—well, society cuts itself off S¢Y to minimise, but rather to prevent 
from the man. In this case it is not a, the exaggeration with regard to this 
man, but a Government. Now I challenge | ™@tter which had previously prevailed. + 


the right hon. Gentleman, as [have before, «tp JOHN ELLIS: Was that reply 
challenged him in the country without | ,, August 3rd ? . 


effect. 
| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. I 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | spoke of the correspondence found at 
When ? ' Bloemfontein. I said-— 
’ ’ MBERLAIN : O | «7 have received instalments of it, but T 
I os —— ies - ‘oe eae _t See Lhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
5 . | Series], Vol. lxxxvii., page 574; refer also to 
Commons. This act, he says, is an act! same Volume, pages 630, 904, 971, 991. 
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am informed that there is more to come. The { House; it might then have been thought 
portion that I have seen is all previous tothe | that a letter written at such a time 


outbreak of the war, and consists chiefly of | em ‘ 
letters passing between British mete at the | Would certainly have been of a trea- 
ce and persons in the two Republics, but it | Sonable character. Well, that was 


includes copies of two letters purporting to the answer I gave. I further said 
have been written by an M.P. Her Majesty’s | that the Government had not decided on 


Government have also— the question of publication, and that I 
I did not say they were found at intended to send the letters in the first 
Bloemfontein— instance to the gentlemen concerned for 


‘‘in their possession copies of letters and an | 40Y explanation they might desire to 
extract of a letter purporting to have been | give. Now the hon. Member did not 
written by two other M.P.’s. Two of them | choose—I do not blame him ; he was quite 
were dated just before the outbreak of the within his right—to give any explana- 
war; the other is a request, couched in a form es Me bd Tele tetear eaclkned teal 
which is certainly open to criticism, for | VOM; Ne said nis fetter explained ltsell. 
information respecting the administration of We shall see how far that is the case; 
martial law.” but to me he gave no explanation. He 
~ i ye given an explanation so satis- 
Then I went on to say— might have given an explanation so satis 

we : ot. a factory that it would have been ridiculous 

“The most interesting feature of the South | +) have published the letter. It would 
African correspondence— ; hi : 

have had no public interest or import- 

(that is, the correspondence of Sir Henry | ance whatever. The hon. Member for 
de Villiers, and the other gentlemen, | Northampton published his letter himself, 
which appears in the three first sections | The other hon. Gentleman, who also gave 
of the Blue-book)— no explanation, simply acknowledged 
«ig the general admission of substantial griev- | Teceipt of my communication. The hon. 
ances and of the necessity for reform. There Member for the Rushcliffe division 
are, however, some suggestions that President | seemed to have forgotten what happened 
oat iol — make ome sage —s subsequently to the House. I was wait- 
and wait for a reaction in this country. iz F aba a am 
observe that the hon. Member for Merthyr | 18 for ae anewer to my COMmnNCEHOS, 
Tydfil speaks of the correspondence as trea- | but, owing to the absence of the hon. 
Member for Northampton, I did not get 
his reply for a week or so later. 





sonable—” 





(that was an hon. Member on the other 
side of the House)— 

“IT am, of course, quite unable to give a 
legal opinion; but so far as my _ personal | 


opinion is concerned, the letters ascribed to | ’ _ - : 
British subjects in this country are not trea-| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, the 


sonable, but they are not proper letters to be | letter was sent before the House had 

written by British subjects when Her Majesty’s | broken up: it was sent to the hon 

Government were engaged in difficult and | ~ ’ + Pr ca 

important negotiations.” ep oa co believe his letter 
— e - ee 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: It was sent 
after the House had broken up, I think. 





| 
I stand to every word of that; it is | 
absolutely correct. | Mr. LABOUCHERE: The right hon. 
| Gentleman is quite right. 
*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Will the right | 

hon. Gentleman allow me to say that no} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: You agree! 
negotiations were going on at the date of | Then I need not pursue that. The delay 
the letter containing the extract, namely, | in publication was entirely owing to the 
5th June, 1900 % | fact that I was not able to get his reply. 
| But what happened? My hope and ex- 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, cer- | pectation was that if after receipt of the 
tainly not ; but that is a purely technical | replies the Government decided to publish 
point. I stated distinctly that as to cer- | the letters, the whole might be printed 
tain letters, they were written before the | and presented in time for the House to 
war. If I had not done so the inference | express itself upon the subject, and the 
would have been more unfavourable than | only reason why it was not possible was 
it was intended to be. I did not state | because of the absence of the hon. 
that the hon. Gentleman’s extract was| Member for Northampton from the 
written during the war ; that might have | country. What happened, however, was 
given a totally wrong impression to the| this. On two occasions attacks were 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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made on me, violent attacks, by Sir Wilfrid . letter from Mr. Kruger to Mr. Stead, are 
Lawson, by the hon. Gentleman the! we precluded from publishing it because 
Member for South Donegal, by the hon. it is a private letter? Some of these 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs, and! were witten to Mr. Kruger, and they 
the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy. are not letters as between Boer and Boer. 
A member of this House wrote to Mr. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg pardon ; Inever! Kruger and another wrote to Mr. 
alluded to the subject. Kruger’s agent. What is the difference ? 
| Where is the sanctity attaching to letters 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think the of that kind? The only question was, 
hon. Gentleman is mistaken. | Was any public interest to be served by 
'the publication of these letters? And I 

Mr. DALZIEL: I may have asked a/ say, Yes, there was. The letter from 
question. | Dr. Clark contained a suggestion that the 
| Boers should take the passes. [‘ No, no,” 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. | and “ Hear, hear.”] Oh, yes, that will not 
Gentleman is quite right; he did not, do; we all know the significance of the 
make an attack. I have the exact words. advice, “ Don’t put him under the pump.” 


The hon. Member asked— The letter said :— 

“In the event of the alleged writers refus- {do not desire to advise you or them” 
ing permission to publish the letters, as the Se : 
allegation is a serious one, will the right hon. —this is to “My dear President 


Gentleman give the public the opportunity of | Kruger ”— 
judging of the correspondenee hy himself | 
undertaking the responsibility of publishing ?” 


| “as to the course which you should pursue. 
It might strengthen you in this preoanell that 
Now that is the whole point. I was ' seems inevitable if you were to seize all the 
accused of deliberately withholding the rear re neg to defend Mer ae aa 
letters, of retusing to publish, in order to ager," gl goign mee tra res 
se : Q ally in this 
damage my political opponents, in order | country, and would give rise to accusations 
that a General Election might take place that ~ met Aang apr se gs nt ~ on 
vith a general suspicion hanging over the | Benes, bowtiuen in oder to have an ant 
heads of all the Liberal Members. The | to the Zambesi.” 
challenge was made to me to publish the ean 
papers in order that whatever was in| [An Hon. MEMBER: That isa clear attempt 
them might be known, and if there was to dissuade. | If there is any hon. Mem- 
anything wrong that only the Members | ber who is prepared to defend language 
concerned might suffer, and that there like that written by a British Member of 
might not be a general feeling that other Parliament to the President of a State 
members of the party were concerned. ; With which we are negotiating in critical 
Under these circumstances I really think | circumstances, I do not envy him the 
that hon. Members are very unreasonable, task. Although T have not called, in 
If we do not publish we are accused of terms at any rate, either Dr. Clark or the 
taking a mean, dirty party advantage by | hon. Member traitors, I have said that 
placing a whole party under suspicion, | language of the kind they have used in 
and if we do publish we are equally | the circumstances amounted to moral 
accused of taking a mean, dirty advan- treason. But I now come to the other 
tage by using private letters for | letters. These are letters from Sir Henry 
political purposes. Now there is| de Villiers. The Leader of the Opposi- 
one observation made by the Leader of | tion spoke very strongly in the country on 
the Opposition and repeated in a different | that subject, but he spoke less strongly 
form by the hon. Member for the Rush- | to-night. I had an idea that a Member 
cliffe Division to which I must take | who says anything against another in the 
emphatic objection. He talks of the | country should repeat it in the same terms 
sanctity of private letters, and goes on to | in this House. This is what the right 
say that however criminal a private letter | hon. Gentleman said in the country— 
may be it ought not to be published.| “Supposing the letters were criminal, no 
Now this I hold to be a monstrous doc- | man has a Tight when he accidentally came 
trine. It is contrary to common sense and | i#t? possession of private letters "— 
practice, and it is perfectly absurd. Sup- I do not call it accidental ; when we find 
pose there had come into our possession a them as prize of war, or when we find 
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them under the military censorship, it is 
not accidental— 


“to select one, two, or three ’— 


how does he know that I selected one or 
two 1— 


“and to publish them.” 


The right hon. Gentleman makes no im- 
putation of motive; the one thing he 
desires is moderation and the absence of 
imputation of motive ! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I did not say that I imputed no motive. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The right 
hon. Gentleman said he was not going to 
impute any motive in this House—where 
he could be answered. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, | beg pardon. 
motive if I did not expressly state it. 
What I said was that I would use modera- 
tion of tone in the language I would 
employ in describing the act. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Whatever 
the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man might have been 


failed, and if he calls it moderation 


of language to impute dishonourable con- | 


duct to political opponents, and to assert 
that they are animated by a sordid desire 
to obtain a party advantage, I do not 
agree with him. He says— 


“to publish them because they might happen 


to do good to his cause and blacken his | 


opponents.” 


This is in reference to Sir H. de 


Villiers— 


“He saw it publicly stated, and it was not 
denied— ” 


Good Heavens! if it were expected that 
a Minister should deny every lie, our 
speeches would have no end— 

“that the nature of the so-called assent of Sir 


Henry de Villiers—startled, no doubt, as he 
was” 


--how does the right hon. Gentleman 
know that he was startled ?— 


“at the idea of any public man doing such a 
thing ”— 


(this is all imaginary and put into the 
mouth of Sir Henry de Villiers, whom 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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‘the right hon. Gentleman professes to 
admire and respect)— 

“ «was ‘Publish my letter if you like, provided 
| you publish other letters I have written at the 
| same time to Sir A. Milner and others.’ Did 
| he receive that letter with that condition? If 
| so, why did they not hear of that letter? Did 
| Mr. Chamberlain stand up at a public meeting 
| and say that an assent given under such condi- 
| tions was a free assent?” 


|The facts are that when I read these 
| letters of Sir Henry de Villiers, for whom 
| I have a respect and an admiration equal 
! with that professed by some hon. Members 
| opposite, I thought they were most credit- 
| able to his patriotism, and at the same 
| time that it would be most useful both to 

the Boers and to British interests that 
‘they should be published. I thought that 


| 


| when a man of his well-known character 
and capacity expressed himself as he did 
| with regard to the merits of the contro- 
versy between President Kruger and our- 
selves it was desirable that his fellow- 
| countrymen should know it, and desirable 
| that we should know it in order that we 
| might appreciate the patriotism he had 
| displayed. I wrote to him a private 
| letter—one of those private letters the 
sanctity of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man is so anxious to preserve—and I said— 








| These letters have fallen into my hands; I 
think they are most creditable to you, and I 
hope you will make no objection to their pub- 
lication.” 


Sir Henry de Villiers replied to that 
letter and said that he should not object 
to the publication, but that I must under- 
stand that they were only part of a corre- 
spondence which he had in communica- 
tions with Mr. Reitz, President Kruger, 
and Sir A, Milner, and he wished that 
the whole correspondence could have 
been published. [Opposition cheers.] 
Yes, but that is a very different thing 
from saying that he made it a condi- 
|tion that the whole correspondence 
should be published. I wired again to 
Sir Henry de Villiers, thanking him 
for his permission, and saying, what was 
of course the case, that the only letters 
that were in my possession, the only 
letters I had ever seen of his, were 
the four I had submitted to him. I 
| did not know, and I do not know, what 
he had written to Mr. Reitz, to President 
Kruger, or to Sir Alfred Milner, and I 
could ‘not have published those letters 
under any conceivable circumstances, 
although I have no doubt they would 
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de Villiers. 


Henry de Villiers had said, “I object 
to the publication of those letters,” 
although it would have been a difficult 
and almost a risky thing to do, I do not 
hesitate to say I should not have 
published them. I have such an opinion 
of Sir Henry de Villiers that, if he had 
thought it was undesirabie, I should have 
felt that his opinion ought to have pre- 
vailed. But is it not a monstrous thing 
that in these circumstances the right hon. 
Gentleman should get up in the country 
and accuse me of dishonourable conduct, 
and invent a whole series of imaginary 
facts for which there is not one atom or 
one shred of foundation ? 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Sir Henry de Villiers did not use the words 
that the right hon. Gentleman has just 
imputed to him, Anyone can understand 
that under the circumstances, it being 
demanded of Sir Henry de Villiers 
whether he would object to this publica- 
tion, it was not open to him to object. 
{Ministerial cries of “Oh” and “ Why ?”] 
Of course he could have objected, but he 
would have lain subject to the greatest 
misapprehension. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman think that you are obtaining a 
man’s consent when you present a pistol 
to his head ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I hope the | 


House will appreciate that. The right 
hon, Gentleman’s explanation has made 
the matter worse. Where does he get it 
that I presented a pistol to the head of 
Sir Henry de Villiers? I asked his per- 
mission to publish. I do not know the 
exact words I used, but I asked, ‘“ Have 
you any objection ?” 
had any objection, as I have told the 
House, I should not have published them. 
Is that presenting a pistol to his head ? 
Why should he object # What possible 
reason could Sir Henry de Villiers have 
for objecting to the publication of the 
letters ? He did not, and I venture to 
say that his sagacity and character for 
patriotism and loyalty did him greatest 
possible credit. ‘Then there were published 
other letters by other gentlemen, some 
of them Dutchmen and colonists at 
the Cape. I did not publish them, as is 
now insinuated, to blacken their character ; 
on the contrary, I thought, considering 
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have been equally creditable to Sir Henry { 
I have told the House all | 
the facts. Could I have done more ? If Sir | 


If he had said he | 
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that undoubtedly they were all strong 
partisans of the Boer cause, their letters 
did them great credit. I am _ not 


aware that any single one of them, 
although Mr. Merriman has objected, 
has said—I believe they have said 


exactly the contrary—that he was 
in any degree ashamed of the letters, or 
that he thought any harm whatever was 
done to him by their publication. I 
published these letters because I thought 
that it was in the public interest that it 
should be generally known that even 
those who were, as I said, favourable to 
the Boer cause thought that President 
Kruger was wrong in not making the 
concessions we asked for, that the conces- 
sions were reasonable, and that we had 
offered the olive branch. They expressed 
their surprise—in some cases more than 
their surprise—that they had not been 
accepted and the war prevented. I come 
now to the letter of the hon. Member for 
Rushcliffe. Well, in the first place, it 
is perfectly true the letter was not found 
at Bloemfontein ; it was intercepted by 
the censor, and sent by Sir Alfred Milner 
to me. The letter was written to a 
_gentleman who has since been arrested 
for treason; he may be perfectly inno- 
cent—I am not prejudicing the case—but 
the fact that he was suspected of treason 
at that time is the reason why his letters 
were censored, and this letter was, no 
| doubt, censored among others. I will 
read an extract once more to the House, 
although I have no doubt it is in their 
minds. This is the letter the hon. 
Gentleman wrote 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: The extract—iot 
the letter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the con- 
text in any way affected the words in my 
possession the hon. Gentleman should 
' have sent it to me as his explanation. He 

said, ‘‘ We want a stream of facts.” Now 

| that is an extraordinary expression by 
itself; it is not “We want the facts,” 
but “We want a stream of facts,” con- 

| tinually arriving. What about? About 
the general position in South Africa, or 
the general conduct of the war, or about a 
particular case submitted to his corre- 
spondent? Not a bit of it. 


“A stream of facts, concerning suppression 
of telegrams, opening of letters, arbitrary 
arrests, unfair trial, unjustifiable prison treat- 
) ment, interference with free speech at meet- 

ings. 


First Day. 
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That is to say, we want from you a 
stream of facts discreditable to the British 
Administration. 
contained in the next sentence. 
stream of facts, which are vital—— 


This 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: No; the right 
hon. Gentleman must not leave out the 
words ; if he reads the extra:t he must 
read it through. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I beg the 
hon. Member's pardon. [Opposition cries 
of “Oh!” and Ministerial cries of 
“Order!”|] It is absurd to suppose that 
it was not quite unintentional. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I agree that it was 
quite unintentional. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I thought I 
had read on. “Interference with free 
speech at meetings”—I had finished 
with the things as to which the hon. 
Gentleman called for a stream of facts. 
He then says— 

“But much information sent lacks the 


element of fulness, detail and accuracy which 
are vital for Parliamentary purposes.” 


I quite understand that the hon. Gentle 
man was a searcher after truth, but for 
Parliamentary purposes ; and he is already 
in the position of a man who has received 


a numoer of damaging facts, but they | 


lack the element of fullness, detail, and 
accuracy. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition in the country 


said that this was a most praiseworthy | 
Is it a praise- | 


and reasonable request. 
worthy and reasonable thing to ask 
from anybody—because I have nothing 
to do with the character either of 
the lady to whom the letter was 
addressed or the gentleman to whom she 
in return replied—is it a praiseworthy or 
reasonable thing for any man to ask any 
other man for a stream of facts discredit- 
able to somebody whom he wants to in- 
jure? If that were done in private life 
the person who did it would deserve to lose 
the society of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The hon. Member says I have no right to 
call upon him to make explanations or to 
make apologies. Certainly I have none 
whatever, and if the hon. Member is satis- 
fied with his position—if he is still ready 
to justify the language which he used 
—all that I can say is that in that case I 
think his conduct was not creditable. If 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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| he were to say, on the other hand, 
“These are not exactly the words J 
should have used if I had been writing 
in cold blood, and I admit that the letter 
bears the interpretation that I am asking 
for the views of one side only,” I am quite 
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sure the House and I would not 
be inclined to take a_ serious view 
after such an _ explanation. The 
hon. Member rejoices in his letter, 


confirms his letter, justifies his letter, 
but I say this is not a letter which I 
believe even a prosecuting attorney would 
be justified in writing with regard to a 
criminal he was prosecuting. You have 
a right to ask for the truth, and the whole 
truth, but that was not what the hon. 
Gentleman asked for. He asked for a 
stream of facts which he could use in 
Parliament to damage his opponents. My 
right hon. friend reminds me that there 
was another paragraph or sentence, which 
I have not got here, in which it was 
stated that the names were to be kept 
secret. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: That is in the 
extract as published in the Parliamen- 
| tary papers. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But it is 
not in the extract I have got here. It is 
one that I used during the election. 
Whatever may have been the sort of re- 
ports that were coming home, the right 
hon. Gentleman in one of the most 
eloquent passages of his speech, in which, 
I believe, the whole House sympathised, 
defended British soldiers and British 
ofticers against the cruel, wicked, and 
haseless accusations which have been 
brought against them and which have been 
copied into a good number of newspapers 
in support of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He, at all events, cleared himself by his 
disclaimer. But can you wonder, if in- 
quiries of this kind are made, that there 
are plenty of answers and that people are 
| ready to supply a “stream of facts” when 
| they are asked for them in these terms? 
I confess myself I always look with 
the greatest doubt on these anonymous 
accusations where names are kept secret 
| anonymous accusations against British 
| soldiers and officers—and I think I can 
| understand how they are procured. The 
Tight hon. Gentleman and other speakers 
‘have complained not only of my 
| action in regard to the letters, but also 
of the language I used during the elee- 


| 
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tion. I spoke, I believe, a great number 
of times. I filled many columns in the 
papers, and I have not had the pleasure or 
the interest to read over any of those 
speeches since. 
withstanding, to stand substantially by 
every word | said. I say substantially, 


because it is possible that in the hurry | 


of a great deal of impromptu speaking a 
word may have slipped in here and there 
which was not intended, or that my 
speeches may not have been in particular 
parts as lucid as they should have been. 


One difficulty with which I had to deal in | 
| —of those particular letters which I have 


all my speeches was the character of the 
Opposition. We have not to deal with 
one Opposition. We have to deal with 
six, and, accordingly, when one is speak- 


ing at a public meeting of what one sec- | 
| Opposition. 


tion of the Opposition has done it is 
always possible—I do not know whether | 
it did oceur—that I may have confused 
one with the other, that I may not have 
made it perfectly clear that I was apply- 
ing to one section only words which I | 
certainly should not have been inclined | 
to apply to the rest. The right hon. | 
Gentleman did not accuse me, but he said | 
generally, I think, that the whole of the | 
Opposition had been accused of being 
traitors. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


Most of us traitors. 
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But I am prepared, not- | 
| —I will not use any other word—as to 


| them. 
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doubt that it is correct, but I would even 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman who 
is my accuser to read that speech as a 
whole ; and I am perfectly certain that he 
will see clearly that I was not so foolish 


accuse him or the majority of the Opposi- 
tion of being traitors. I never had it in 
my mind to do anything of the kind ; and 
if I appeared to do so, I will explain to 
the right hon. Gentleman how it occurred, 
and I hope he will excuse me if he has 
been misled by my want of lucidity. I 
was speaking of the writers of the letters 


already stated to the House were, in my 
opinion, morally treasonable ; and after- 
wards, in a kind of parenthesis, I went on 
to speak of the position of the rest of the 
Then I did say of those 
men, “I will not call them traitors, I will 
call them misguided individuals.” But 
what I wish to explain is that in that 
part of the speech I was speaking of the 
gentlemen who were in direct communi- 
cation with our opponents. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
How about the two-thirds ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I will point 


| out what I said about the two-thirds. I 


have spoken with some indignation about 
I have said again and again that 


| the last important division which we had 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I ask who 
accused you? Does the right hon. | 
Gentleman mean that I accused him ? | 
Does he mean any one else # 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not usual to discuss these matters 
like an Old Bailey cross-examination. I 
have in my recollection a speech of the | 
right hon. Gentleman at Birmingham 
when he spoke of two-thirds of the 
Opposition being traitors and desiring the 
success of the enemies of their country. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I beg the 
tight hon. Gentleman’s pardon for daring 
to cross-examine him. 1 wanted to know | 
what I was toreply to. Now I do know, 
and I am perfectly satisfied. He was 
referring to my speech at Birminghar, on | 
22nd September. My attention was, 
called to that speech by a newspaper, and | 
it is the only speech of mine at which [| 
have looked for a second time. I must | 
admit that there is a certain want of | 
lucidity in the report, and I have no} 
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|pro-Boer and Little Englander ; 
| another, under the guidance of the right 
' hon. Gentleman, sat upon the fence ; and 


in the House of Commons showed that 


| the Opposition was divided into three 


parties ; that one party was professedly 
that 


that the third section commonly described 


|themselves as Liberal Imperialists, but 
| had not given us any assistance in the 
‘critical period immediately before the 


war. As regards these two-thirds, and 
especially as regards the right hon. Gentle- 
man, | said again and again that by their 
speeches and action they encouraged the 
Boers to believe—though they did not 


| intend it, they did asa fact encourage the 


Boers to believe that there was a large 
party in this country, including two-thirds 


| of the Opposition, to whom they might 


look fur support and who were opposed 
to anything in the nature of war, or pre- 
paration for war. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Tam rather in doubt as to the phrase 
which the right hon. Gentleman used. 
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The right hon. Gentleman says that he | 
did not intend this dreadful thing. But I | 
think he went on to say that we de-| 
sired the success of the enemies of our | 
country. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. I 
certainly should not have said that of the 
right hon. Gentleman. But now he re- 
minds me, I may have said, not of him 
personally, but of Members of the Oppo- 
sition, that they desired the success of 
the diplomacy of the Boers rather than 
of our own. Why, they have always 
condemned my diplomacy ; and some of | 
them have stated and still state that the 
Boers were in the right. Appealed to by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House to say whether the war was a 
just war, the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site replied ‘‘ No.” 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I said that I never said it was just. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 
hon. Gentleman is thoroughly consistent. 
But the man who believes that the war is 
an unjust war is still justified to his con- 
science in wishing success to the diplo- 
macy of the party which is in the right 
rather than to the diplomacy of the party 
which is in the wrong. But the issue 
which I endeavoured to press upon the 
people of this country was that in the 
state of the Opposition, divided as it was, 
with only one-third of it heartily in 
fzvour of the policy which I believe to be 
the national policy, it would have been 
nothing else than a disaster to commit to 
that party the conduct of affairs, the pro- 
secution of the war and the settlement 
after the war. Who are my accusers ? 
Who are the gentlemen who complain 
that I used strong language ? The gentle- 
men who, two or three days before the 
election, and down to the very end of 
it, entered into a perfect conspiracy of 
insinuation and charges against myself 
and against those who are nearest to me. 
I will not speak of that now, because I | 
shall, perhaps, have another opportunity. 
Look for a moment—drop all allusions to | 
personal and private character. I believe 
they are absolutely unknown in the his- | 
tory of our Parliamentary life. I have 
fought my battles as hard as I knew 
how, but I defy anyone to say that I have | 
everattackedany man’s privatecharacter. I 
have attacked his public policy and | 
public character, which I thought I was 
justified in doing, but I have never| 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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attacked or gone into private or personal 
affairs, or endeavoured to damage him as 
aman, although, as I have said, I may 
have endeavoured to damage his policy. 
3ut that is not the way I am treated by 
my opponents. Whether they will gain 
by it remains to be seen. Take the 
ordinary course of the political orations 
on the other side. What did they say 
during the elections? The right hon, 
Gentleman, in a letter he wrote, said that 
the country was rising against this 
Government of swagger, muddle, and 
electoralmanceuvres. {Opposition cheers. ] 
Yes, the country did rise, but not against 
us. But, while you talk about strong 
language, you say that the Government 
consists of cowards, knaves, and fools, for 
that is what you mean by a Government 
of swaggerers, muddlers, and persons 
given to electoral mancuvres. Then 
another right hon. Gentleman, an ex- 


Cabinet Minister, on the other side, used 


this expression. He said— 

“T believe that if a murderer were put up 
for Parliament, and were prepared to worship 
the right thing according to the Birmingham 
mandate, the whole party would vote for 
him.” 

That is a courteous phrase to use. I do 
not object to it, and I do not suppose that 
the Tory party object to it; but I think 
it is rather cool for these wolves 
to come down and to accuse this 
lamb of using truculent language. 
The real fact is they have been beaten, 


'and they take their beating badly. I 


wonder whether the right hon. Gentle- 


'man, in the leisure he has had since the 


election, has read a most admirable and 
interesting essay by one of his colleagues 


| —the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
| for Montrose, who has published a study 


of Cromwell. Whether we agree with 
him or not, we all have read it with ad- 
miration. In the course of that study, 
which I do not quote verbally, there is a 


| quotation which [ am not certain that I can 


give accurately ; but it seemed to me to 
be worthy of the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. The right hon. Gentleman the 


| Member for Montrose describes Charles I. 


He says Charles I. was vindictive in pro- 
portion as he was impotent, and he was a 
man who could not be beaten with im- 
punity. 

Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 7th December, 1900. 
BARONIES OF DARCY DE KNAYTH, 


MEYNILL, AND FAUCONBERG, 


Petition of Marcia 
her own right, Baroness Convers, the 
wife of Charles Alfred Worsley, Earl of 
Yarborough, one of Her Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council, and of Violet | 
Ida Evelyn, the wife of George Charles, 
Earl of Powis, Her Majesty's Lieutenant 
for the county of Salop, the daughters 
and co-heirs of Sackville George, Lord 
Conyers Darcy and Meynill, deceased, to 
Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty (1) 
to terminate in favour of the said Violet 
Ida Evelyn, Countess of Powis, one of 
Her Majesty’s Petitioners, the abeyance 
now existing in some one of the three 
Baronies of Darey de Knayth, Meynill, 
and Fauconberg, together with the rights, 
privileges, pre-eminencies, immunities, 


F and advantages, and the place and pre- 


cedence due and belonging thereto, to 


hold the same for her and the heirs of her 
P body 
F gotten for ever 


begotten, and to be be- 
; and (2) to terminate in 
said Marcia Amelia Mary, 


lawfuliy 


favour of the 


F Countess of Yarborough and Baroness 


Conyers, the other of Her Majesty’s 


’ Petitioners, the abevances now existing 
Fin the 
F three Baronies, together with the rights, 
3 privileg ges 


remaining two of the said 
pre-eminencies, immunities, 
and ady antages, and the places and pre- 
due and belonging thereto, to 
same to her and the heirs of 
lawfully begotten, and to be 
for ever ; together with Her 


her body 
hege ytten, 


thereon, thereunto annexed: 


DECEM BER 1900} 


printed. 


dated 

Majesty’ s relerence ther reof to this House, , that Mr. 
and the report of the Attorney-General mander of the cruiser 
Presented | the Fishery Board for Scotland, was ap- 


Reports, ty. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Tth December, 1900. 
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Several other Members took and sub- 


| scribed the Oath. 
Amelia Mary, in| 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, That this House, at its rising 


this day, do adjourn til! Monday next.— 
(Mr. Fellowes.) 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND). 


Petition from Selkirk, for alteration of 


Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXIC a LIQUORS ON 
SUNDA 
Petition from hitidues, for prohibi- 


the Table. 


'S, REPORTS, ETC. 
POST OFFICE (DISTRICT MESSEN 
GERS’ COMPANY). 

Return (presented 6th December) to be 
printed. [No. 381.] 


tion; to lie upon 


LETURA 


POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE SERVICE). 
Return ( get 6th December) to be 
[No. 382.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 
Copy presented, 
17th 

Alexander 


1884. 

of Treasury Minute, 
November, 1900, declaring 
MacDonald, Com- 
“ Vigilant,” under 





(by command), read, and referred to the | point ted without a Civil Service Certificate, 
Committee for Privileges to consider and | through inadvertence on the part of the 
report. | Head of his Department [by Act]: to lie 
upon the Table. 

LORD ORANMORE AND BROWNE. | 

Petition of Geoffrey Henry, Baron of 
Oranmore and Browne, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the | 
elections of Representative Peers for | 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord | 
Chancellor to consider and report there- | 
upon to the House. 


COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS (INDIA 
AND THE COLONIES), 

Copy presented, of Reports as to the 
| Indian and Colonial Regulations respect- 
ing Commercial Travel llers [by Command] ; 

i to ‘lie upon the Table. 
| IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of April, 
[FourrH Sertes.} 1 


House adjourned at Four of the clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven of the clock. 
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1900 [by Command]; to he upon the) 
Table. 


Questions. 
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suspend the issue of such forms of tender 
until he has given an opportunity to the 


‘firms interested of conferring with the 


{RISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Retarn of Pro-! 
ceedings of the Commission during the 
month of September, 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


RESTRICTIONS UPON BRITISH _IN- | 
DIAN SUBJECTS IN BRITISH COLO- 
NIES AND DEPENDENCIES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

{Address 1]th May, 1899; Sir William 

Wedderburn] ; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAkR.—NOTIFICA- 
TION TO FOREIGN POWERS OF THE 
ANNEXATION OF THE REPUBLICS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 

for Foreign Affairs have Her Majesty’s 

Gsovernment notified to any foreign | 

Powers the annexation of the Transvaal . 

and of the Orange River Colony by Great 

Britain; and has this annexation been 

recognised by any foreign Power ; if not, 

what steps do Her Majesty’s Government ' 
propose to take in order to secure such 
recognition. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
annexations have not been notified to 
any foreign Powers. The precedents 
have been examined, and it has not been | 
found that such notification is necessary, 
or that recognition of the fact of annexa- 
tion by foreign Powers is dependent on 
formal diplomatic notice. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS.—TENDERS 
FOR BICYCLES. 

Mr. CHARLES MURRAY (Coven- 
try): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether his attention | 
has been called to the issue of forms of 
tenders for bicycles on terms which 
directly contravene the spirit and letter 
of an undertaking given by the late 
Financial Secretary to the War Office on 
28th July, 1898,7 and whether he will 





+ See The Parliame utary Debates, Fourth 
Series, Vol. LXIIT., page 301. 


Secretary of State. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir- 
mingham, 8.) (for Lord STANLEy): [| 
have examined with the Secretary of 
State the forms of tender recently issued 
for 130 bicycles required for further 
experiment in South Africa. I find that 
although tenders were issued to sixty- 
seven firms in conformity with my under- 
taking given on 28th July that there 
should be no monopoly, in certain par- 
ticulars where interchangeability of parts 


| is essential the tenders, which specify the 


manufactures of one firm, do not alto- 
gether conform to the instructions given, 
I have, therefore, ordered them to be 
amended, leaving it to the tendering firm 
to provide of their own manufacture parts 
interchangeable with those already sup- 


plied. 


OF THE INTELLIGENCE 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that the 
Report of the Intelligence Department of 
the War Office on the Military Forces of 
the Transvaal previous to the outbreak of 
war has heen published in certain American 
newspapers, he will, for the information of 
Members, consent to lay it upon the Table 
of the House. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
Sir. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Will it be published 
in the present session 4 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I ean- 
not say. I will inquire of my right hon, 
friend. 


REPORT 


COURT MARTIAL PROCEDURE. 

CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he would make some statement which 
would recognise or discountenance the 
apparent innovation of one court martial 
inquiring as to how the members of 
another court martial have voted. 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No 
question regarding the unanimity of 
opinion of the members of a court martial 
previously held should be allowed to be 
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der raised before a court martial. Some | for Foreign Affairs, whether any deputa- 
the instructions to this effect have been | tion waited on the Secretary of State for 
the issued, and will be made general. | the Colonies during his recent visit to 
| Malta relative to the proposed imposition 
Bir. THE WAIMA INCIDENT—ARBITRA- | Of the English language in place of Italian 
-T TION. in Courts of Law 3 and, if so, will he 
‘of | *Sun CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- state the yg of ers “° 8) = 
red | shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | # or = — a a e of the 
her | Under Secretary of State for Foreign | ouse any tapers on the subject. 
hat Affairs whether he can give information | THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
ty- | with regard to the progress of arbitration ty" COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
jer-__ | onthe subject of the affair which took place Birmingham, W.): The matter referred 
ere | at Waima in 1893, as to which arbitration ‘to by the hon. Member was not men- 
yar | Was announced as having been agreed | tioned at my interview with the elected 
rts upon in principle at the time of the dis- | members, Parliamentary Paper No. 287 
the | cussion of the Foreign Office Vote in’ oF 1x99 gives the latest information 
Ito. | 1899, and on which immediate arbitration Which js available on the subject. 
en, | was promised in the discussion of the 
be | Foreign Office Vote in August last. POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK—LOSS 
irm *#ViscountT CRANBORNE: All points eee AND LIABIL- 
uts | in connection with the Arbitration, in- PR ol alll al 
"p- | eluding the selection of the Arbitrator, Mr. GIBSON BOW LES : I beg to ask 
are settled with the exception of certain Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
details as to procedure, in regard to which he is aware that for the last four years 
E a reply is now being awaited from the the trading of the Post Office Savings 
French Government. 3ank has resulted in a yearly loss 
s) : amounting, for the four years to the end 
- CONSULAR TRADE REPORTS. rapes te mit ae nnd = can 
re ; s : say whe e reas s s loss being 
a _ Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., | sustained, and whether he proposes to 
a Keighley) : I beg to ask the Under take any steps to place the Post Ottice 
cof | Secretary, of State for Foreign Affairs Savings Bank on a sounder and more 
can | Whether, in order that the Trade Reports satisfactory footing. 
a issued by the Foreign Office may be more ; a , r 
ble | easily understood and consequently = THE _CHANCELLOR OF THE EX- 
” rendered more commercially valuable, the CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs will | Bristol, W. ): The answer to the first 
‘es, J request the Consuls and others who paragraph of the question is in the aifirma- 
furnish Trade Reports to give the amounts tive, but it is probable that the current 
| contained in those Reports referring to year will show a profit. The reason of 
ied weights, measures, and coinage in their | the loss was that it was impossible for 
English equivalents. — years to — the Bank 
; 4 ” ane ; - unds so as to pay the rate of interest to 
9 *V ISCOUNT roger agen hag recone the depositors fixed by law. The sub- 
‘ Jwere given in 1889 to Her Majestys ject is one which I think should engage 
Consuls that in every case the equivalents the attention of Parliament, : 
in English money, weights and measures 
should be used. Exceptions to this rule Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
I are occasionally made in case of lengthy the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
Var tables in well known currency or measure, he is aware that the balance-sheet of the 
ich such as frances or metres. The attention Post Office Savings Bank on the 31st 
the | of Her Majesty’s Consuls will, however, December, 1899, showed an excess of 
tial J be again called to the importance of | liabilities over assets of £504,928 1s. 10d., 
of | strictly observing the instructions of the assets being valued at the market 
1889, price of the day. Whether these assets 
. included £67,330,884 of 23 per cent. 
No ff MALTESE COURTS OF LAW—OFFICIAL | Consols ; and whether the market price 
of LANGUAGE. and consequent value of those Consols, at 
tial Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I | that price, has since increased or de- 
be beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | creased. Whether the liabilities of the 
L 2 
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Savings Bank, amounting to £130,138,344 
on 3lst December, 1899, consisted almost 
wholly of deposits payable at call. 
Whether in case of the assets of the Post 
Office Savings Bank being insufficient to 
meet the claims of the depositors the 
Consolidated Fund is liable to make good 
the deficiency. And whether he pro- 
poses to take any steps, either by form- 
ing an adequate reserve in cash, or in 
any other way, to secure the Consoli- 
dated Fund from having to make good 
any such liability by placing the Post 
Office Savings Bank in a position to meet 
the claims out of its own assets. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 


Questions. 


to the first four paragraphs of the ques- | 


tion is in the affirmative, except that the 


deposits are legally payable at ten days | 


notice—the price of Consols has decreased 
since the date named. I introduced a 
Bill last session to deal with this subject, 
though I was not fortunate enough to be 
able to proceed with it or to secure the 
support of the hon. Member for the 
remedy which I proposed. I can take no 
steps in the matter at the present time, 
nor make any promise as to the future. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE—PAY. 


Cartaty NORTON (Newington, W.): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department what steps, if any, 
have been taken towards raising the pay 
of the members of the Metropolitan Police 
force, seeing that some time has already 
elapsed since the members of the City 
Police force received a substantial increase 


of pay’. 


*THE SECRETARY or SLATE For | 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Ritcuik, Croydon) : I must deprecate the 


comparison suggested in the hon. and | 


gallant Gentleman’s question, but I may 
say that the matter of the emoluments of 
the Metropolitan Police was under the 
consideration of my predecessor when he 
left office, and is now receiving my 
attention. 


RAILWAY RE-BOOKING CHARGES. 

CoLonEL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Presiient of the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been drawn to the habit of 
re-booking goods, particularly those of 
small weight, on or between the railway 
systems of Ireland, and if he could issue 
reguations which would limit the powers 
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of the railway companies to charge for- 
this re-booking. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD. 
or TRADE (Mr. G. W. Batrovur, Leeds, 
Central): My attention has not been 
directed to this matter, and I am not 
;aware of the precise point of hardship. 
| upon which the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man desires the intervention of the Board 
‘of Trade. It is clear, however, that the 
Department has no power to issue 
regulations limiting the powers of rail- 
way companies to charge for re-booking. 





DELETERIOUS MATTER IN BEER. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will take 
steps to define the word “beer” like 
‘bread, butter, ete., or whether beer is. 
still to be made of any article grown, 
manufactured, or imported into this 
country. 


*THE SECRETARY to tue LOCAL. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) : Legis- 
lation would be necessary to give effect to 
the wishes of the hon. Member. My 
right hon. friend fears he could not under- 
take to introduce a Bill for the purpose ; 
but desires to point out that adulteration 
of beer may be dealt with under the 
existing law. 


POST OFFICE TELEPHONES —-BREAK- 
ING UP OF LONDON STREETS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware of the inconvenience 
that has been caused all over London by the 
taking up of the streets for the telephone, 
and that Victoria Street has been almost 
impassable for six months, and that each 
house has been blocked up for about six 
weeks ; and whether some steps can be 
taken to reduce this inconvenience to the 
public. 


| THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
(THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHan- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is aware, and he is sorry 
| that it should he so, that great inconveni- 
ence has been caused by the works for 
the new telephone service in London. 
The facts are not, however, quite as 
stated by the hon. Member. Excavation 
in Victoria Street was not begun until 
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407 Questions, 
24th August, and the duct work was com- 
pleted more than a week ago. The Post- 
master General is satisfied that every 
endeavour is and will be made to mini- 
mise the inconvenience to the public. It 
should be understood that the Post Office 
jg not responsible for the whole of the 
inconvenience which has been caused. 
Electric light companies have made and 
are making extensive excavations in many 
cases along the same routes as those 
followed by the Post Office. 


Mr. BARTLEY: If the Post Office 
did not commence the work until August, 
someone began it for them a month or 
two previously. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS— 
APPEALS AGAINST DISMISSAL. 
Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether a measure giving the 
right of appeal to teachers in cases of 
their alleged wrongful dismissal by 
managers of schools receiving grants 
under the Day School Code will be intro- 
duced by the Government during the 
session of 1901, in accordance with the 
statement in the House of Commons on 
the 2nd of August, 1900, that, having 
considered the question, the Board of 
Education are of opinion that legislation 
is necessary, and they hope to introduce a 
Bill dealing with the subject next session; 
and whether he will include in the Bill a 
jpower of appeal against dismissal for 
‘jteachers employed in schools under the 
| Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889. 
& 
THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
qtorst, Cambridge University): Her) 
JMajesty’s Government intend to deal 
jvith the question of the dismissal of 
‘}dementary school teachers in the session 
jo 1901, but they cannot undertake to 
include the teachers of endowed schools 
ferred to in the question. 





SCOTTISH CROFTERS—ISLAND OF 
BARRA. | 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate whether he is aware that 
cofters and cottars in the Island of Barra, | 
quany of them the sons of crofters who | 
qvere evicted from lands now forming | 
utge farms in Barra, have repeatedly | 
qplicd to be located on some of the| 
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|}lands in the islands which have been 
|scheduled by the Deer Forest Commis- 
sioners as suitable for occupation by the 
people, and that the people failing in 
their object and being on the verge of 
starvation have signified their intention 
to seize certain lands on the estate of 
Lady Gordon Cathcart, known as North- 
bay Farm, Barra; is he aware that the 
| Barra Parish Council petitioned Lady 
Gordon Catheart on behalf of the people 
without avail, and that efforts to secure 
land for the people under the Allotments 
Act of 1892 have likewise failed ; and, in 
view of the fact that Lady Gordon Cath- 
cart is sole owner of the island, will he 
state what action he proposes to take to 
bring about a solution of the land ques- 
tion in Barra, and other parts of the 
Highlands of Scotland. 


*THE SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. C. Scotr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgeton) (for Mr. A. GRAHAM 
Murray): Without accepting all the 
statements contained in the first part of 
the hon. Member’s question, I] deeply 
regret to say that it is the fact that some 
of the cottars in the Island of Barra 
signified their intention to take forcible 
possession of some land let toa tenant 
on the estate of Lady Gordon Cath- 
cart. At the same time they sent 
petitions to Lady Gordon Cathcart and 
to the Congested Districts Board. The 
Secretary for Scotland, with the concur- 
rence of the Lord Advocate and on behalf 
of the Congested Districts Board, sent 
Mr. MeIntyre, of the Crofters Conumis- 
sion, to inquire and report on the whole 
circumstances. The report heen 
received, and the Secretary for Scotlands 
is now in communication on the subject 
with Lady Gordon Cathcart, who has 
always shown a warm interest in the wel- 
fare of the island, and he hopes to be able 
to find a solution of the difticulties which 
undoubtedly exist. The attempts ‘to 
secure land under the Allotments Act, 
1892, were not successful. 


has 


SMALL HOLDINGS IN GALWAY 
MAYO. 


CoLONEL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 


AND 


, First Lord of the Treasury if he will 


take steps to empower the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to enlarge small holdings in 


all of the counties of Galway and Mayo 


instead of merely in those parts entitled 
Scheduled Districts ; and it he will pro- 
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pose a suitable increase for this purpose | 
either in the total funds of the Congested ! 
Districts Board or in its borrowing’ 
powers. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): At the request of my right , 
hon. friend I will reply to this question. 
Legislation would be necessary to give 
effect to the suggestion of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman. Such legislation is 
obviously impossible in the present 
session, and I cannot give any under- 
taking that it will he proposed in the next 
session. 


MINISTERS AND PUBLIC COMPANIES 
—POSITION OF MR. G. W. BALFOUR. 
Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, W.R., | 
Ripon): I beg to ask the President: 
of the Board of Trade a question of which 
I have given him private notice—namely, : 
whether the statement which appears in 
the report of the speech made yesterday ' 
by Lord Rosebery in the House of Lords 
that the right hon. Gentleman is a direc- 
tor of several public companies is correct ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : No; the state- 
ment is not correct, and I think it is to be 
regretted that Lord Rosebery should 
have made it without taking the trouble 
to ascertain the facts. During the last 
five years I have been a director not of 
several companies, but of one company in 
which | myself and my family were 
largely interested. Since my appoint- 
ment to the Board of Trade I have 
resigned that directorship, and at the 
present moment I am not a director of 
any public company. 
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regard to legislation which cannot take 
effect, of course, during the present 
session. 


THE PRIME MINISTER’S SALARY. ' 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Prime Minister is in receipt of any salary 
from public funds ; and, if not, whether 


! it is the intention of the Government to: 


make any provision for same. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will be 
in the next session an Estimate put upon 
the Votes for reviving for the Prime 


_ Minister a salary of £2,000 a year, I 


think it was, that used to attach to the 
oftice of the Lord Privy Seal. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is that the 
office the salary of which was abolished 
by Act of Parliament in 1884 ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S SPEECH OF 
YESTERDAY—PERSONAL EXPLANA- 
TION BY MR. DALZIEL. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Sir, I rise to ask your 
permission and the indulgence of the 
House to make a brief personal explana- 
tion. It will be within the recollection of 
the House that during the debate last 
night the remark was made by some hon. 
Member to the effect that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary was 
speaking the truth for the first time. I 
notice this morning that, in many leading 
newspapers, I am credited with that 
remark, and I further understand that 
several hon. Members of the House are of 
the opinion that I made it. [Ministerial 
cries of “No.”] Many hon. Members. 


, have expressed that opinion to me. I only 


LICENSING COMMISSION 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have considered the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Liquor Licensing 
Laws; and whether they intend next : 
session to introduce legislation in accor-— 
dance with, or to give effect to, any of the 
recommendations contained in either of 
the two parts of the Report. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.): As regards this question, I think it | 
premature to make any statement with 


PROPOSED 


rise to say that I did not make the 
remark. I accept no responsibility what- 
ever for it, and [ therefore think it is due 
to the right hon. Gentleman and the 
House, and above all to myself, that | 
should entirely dissociate myself from it. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I wish to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
fact that there is no Private Bill business, 
he sees any objection to public business 
commencing at a quarter past three 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 


that the business of the swearing in 
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Members—the only business which prac- 
tically has to precede public business— 
is now so far advanced that no objection 
exists to public business beginning at a 
quarter past three. Perhaps this may be 
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present occasion to the motion, he would 

‘appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 

| agree to the elimination of that particular 

| provision should such a resolution be 
brought forward in some future session. 

H ° 


taken as a public notification that we | 


shall so commence on Monday. I beg 
now to move the resolution which stands 
in my name on the Paper, and which, I 
think, requires no word of explanation. 
It is exactly similar to the Order moved 
under like circumstances in the autumn 
of last year. It is designed entirely 
for the convenience of the House, and I 
hope that it will be accepted withcut 
discussion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, during the Winter Sittings, no 
Motions for leave to bring in Bills be given 
except by a Minister of the Crown; that 
on every day Government Business do 
have precedence, and that at the con- 
clusion thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn 


the House without Question put; and» 


that the provisions of Standing Order 
No. 56 be extended to all the days of the 
week.” —(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not rise to offer 
any objection to the intention of the 
resolution, but I think the phraseology of 


it is, to say the least, remarkable. It . 
May |. 


point out tht if we are to meet again in | 


refers to the “ Winter sittings.” 


January or February, that also would be 
a winter sitting. 
to substitute some other words, such as 
“until further notice” ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is a Ses- 


sional Order, and would only have opera- | 


tion as such. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he objected to that portion of the motion 
which provided that the Speaker should 
adjourn the House “without Question 
put.” He would suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that on several occasions 
considerable inconvenience had been 
caused to Members by their being unable 
to ask for information to which they were 
entitled. He remembered one case, in 
regard to a colliery explosion, where that 
occurred, and where 
was very greatly desired, but could not 
be obtained because of a rule of this kind. 


Without offering any objection on the 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 


Would it not be better | 


some information | 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES wished to ask 
| the First Lord for some information as to 
the real import of the resolution. It 
stated that Standing Order 56 was to 


apply to every one of the sittings. What 
did that Standing Order do? It said 


that the question that Mr. Speaker leave 
the chair should not be put unless “on 
first going into Committee of Supply on 
the Army, Navy, or Civil Service Esti- 
mates respectively.” Now this was 
a new House. There was no Com 

mittee of Supply and not even 

a Chairman of Committees. Could 
it rightly be said that Estimates 
presented to a new Parliament were 
Supplementary Estimates? Were they 
not rather original? Before he agreed 

to the resolution he wished to know what 
its effect would be. In his belief, aceord-— 
ing to the true and proper reading of 
Standing Order 56, its effect was that 
‘only on first going into Committee of 
Supply was it possible for Members to 
move Amendments and to raise a general 
discussion on the Estimate. He had de- 
rived, from the “ Votes and Proceelings,” 
the knowledge that a Supplementary 
Estimate for war was to be presented. 
It had, in fact, been presented. He was 
‘surprised that no information to that 
effect was conveyed in the Speech from 
the Throne, and that the Estimate had 
‘been smuggled on to the Table in some 
way hitherto unknown to the constitution 
and practice of the House. This resolu- 
tion implied that hon. Members were to 
‘be deprived of the power of moving 
Amendments and raising a general discus- 
sion on the motion to go into Committee 
of Supply on those Estimates, although, 
according to his belief, this was a first 
going into Committee of Supply. If it 
‘did not imply that, then he was in accord 
with the resolution. As this was a new 
Parliament it certainly ought not to be 
‘deprived of its constitutional right of 
bringing forward grievances before it 
‘dealt with Supply ; and if, as he feared, 
the resolution of the First Lord was in- 
tended to take away that right from 
them on this occasion, he, for one, would 
have to vote against the motion. He 
noticed that the new Estimates were 
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called “Supplementary Estimates.” Were 
they really so! This was a new Parlia- 


ment, which knew nothing of what was | 


done by the last Parliament. If it was 
to be taken to have such knowledge, then 
they might just as well go back to the 
Votes in Supply for the war year 1805 as 
to those of the last Parliament. He 
wished to put two questions, and he 
would address them to the Speaker, if he 
might be allowed to doso. First he would 


ask whether, when it came to consider the | 


so-called Supplementary Estimates, the 
House would have the power of dealing 
with the policy and principles underlying | 
the original Estimates. The Speaker's 
predecessor in the chair solemnly ruled, 


after a heated debate, that on the 
occasion of Supplementary Estimates : 


heing presented it was not competent for 
a Member of the House to go into the 
policy raised by the original Estimates, 
because on those original Estimates an 
opportunity had already been aflorded for 
doing so. He was afraid that the feeling 
in official quarters was strongly against 
him, but he did press for an answer to his 
questions—whether this new Parliament. 
was to be precluded from raising a general 
discussion on the motion that Mr. Speaker 
leave the chair, and whether it was to be 
prevented from dealing with the principle 
of the Estimates originally suJmitted, and 
to which these new Estimates professed to 
be “supplementary.” This was a very 
important question, and he was anxious 
to have it made clear what would be the 
effect of passing the resolution. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The second question 
of the hon. Member is premature. It 
may never arise, but if it does arise, and 
I am in the chair, I will then answer it. 
With regard to the first qaestion, I un- 
derstand it to be whether, when Com- 
mittee of Supply is called on as ai Order 
of the Day for the first time in the present 
session, the question must be proposed 
that I leave the chair, and debate may 
arise thereon. 1 think no such question 
can be proposed, and for this reason: 
The words of the Standing Order are that 
no such question can be put “unless on 
first going into Committee of Supply on 
the Army, Navy, and Civil Service Esti- | 
mates respectively.” The Army, Navy, 
and Civil Service Estimates mentioned 
there are, I take it, and I think they 
have always been understood to be, the | 
Estimates of the year for the services of | 


Mr. Gibson Bouwles. 
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'the year. Subsequent Estimates _pre- 
sented to the House for the services of 
the same year are Supplementary Esti- 
mates, whether they are presented in 
a new session or in a new Parliament. 
When the ordinary Estimates for the year 
are presented in February they are dealt 
with by the House, and the grants are 
supposed to be sufticient for the services 
of the year; the Appropriation Bill is 
passed, and the whole business, financial 
and otherwise, is put an end to by a pro- 
rogation as completely as it is by a dis- 
solution. But in a new session, where 
Supplementary Estimates are presented, 
there is no question that I leave the 
chair, and consequently no debate can 
arise ; and the same rule must apply to 
the case put by the hon. Member. 


Mr. GIBSON EOWLES: I am afraid 
that, after that answer, I shall be ferced 
to vote against the resolution. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he wished to move 
as an Amendment the omission of the 
words which provided that the Speaker 
should adjourn the House without «ques- 
tion put. As the motion at present 
stood, every opportunity for private 
Members was taken away, and he thought 


‘there was absolutely no precedent in the 


history of Parliament for a House con- 
taining hundreds of new Members to be 
called together, and the Government thus 
taking upon itself the responsibility of 
saying that they should discuss one «ques- 
tion and one question only. Hon. Mem- 
bers had just come back from their con- 
stituencies, having, 10 doubt, made many 
promises, and they ought, at least, to 
have an opportunity of raising..cases of 
urgency on the motion for adjournment: 
But if this motion were carried in its pre- 
sent rorm, the result would be that, imme- 
diately Government business was disposed 
of the Speaker would leave the chair. and, 
no matter how urgent a local question 


might be, an hon. Member would not be 


allowed to ask a yuestion in regard to it. 
As they were meeting at the present time 
solely in consequence of the absence of 
foresight and capacity of the Government, 
and entirely because time after time 
blunders had been made in the framing 
of the Estimates to provide for the cost of 
the war, he submitted that Ministers ought 
not to make that extraordinary claim 
upon the. House. He appealed to the 


right hon. Gentleman to allow the motion 
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for adjournment to be put in the ordinary | 


way, as there was not the slightest | 
chance of the opportunity being unduly 

taken advantage of. It was conceivable, | 
especially while military operations were 
going on, that serious questions might , 
arise in the course of the day upon which 

both the House and the country would 

desire information. Of course, a Minister 

might, by leave of the House, make a 

statement, but then, if that were allowed, 

the Government would be breaking their , 
own rule. As the right hon. Gentleman 
was always ready to make reasonable 
concessions, and as he believed this privi- 
lege would not be abused, he asked him 
to assent to this Amendment. They all 
recognised that in this session they were 
not to raise questions unassociated with 
the war. But he did want to secure that, 
ifa Member had brought to his notice a 
matter of great importance to his con- 
stituency upon which he wished informa- 
tion, he should have an opportunity of | 
putting the question at the rising of the 

House. In the interests and to safeguard 

the privileges of private Members he urged 

the right hon. Gentleman to grant this 

small concession. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) seconded the Amendment, and 
endorsed the appeal made by his hon. 
friend. He pointed out that the privilege 
had never been abused in the past—at 


any rate during the time he had been a} 


Member of the House. All they wanted | 
was that they should have on the adjourn- 

ment an opportunity of raising any 

urgent question, and of asking Ministers 

questions in regard to it. 


Amendment proposed-— 

“Tn line 4, to leave out the words from the 
word ‘ precedence’ to the word ‘and’ in line 5.” 
—(Mr. Dalziel.) \ 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | 
Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The resolution 


is strictly in accordance with numerous 
precedents set by both sides. 


Mr. DALZIEL: At the end of 
sessions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What difference 


‘does that make to the argument of the 


hon. Member ? I see no reason for ditter- . 
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entiating between the beginning and the 
end of a session when the House desires, 
as it undoubtedly does in this case, that 
the only business discussed shall be 
The interruption 
of the hon. Gentleman was not only 
irrelevant but incorrect in its imputation 
that this provision has only hitherto been 
adopted in resolutions brought forward 
towards the end of sessions. Although 
I do not deny that there may occasionally 
be some slight inconvenience because a 
Minister on the adjournment of the House 
is not able to answer some question, I 
think that to modify the resolution as 
suggested would open the door to very 
serious and grave inconveniences. Govern- 
ment business might have concluded 


‘some night at eight o'clock, and many 


Members have gone away in the belief 
that no other business would be taken. 
But some private Member might keep 
the whole machinery of the House at 
work in order to discuss some matter In 
which he was specially interested. [| am, 
however, quite willing toconsider whether, 
on the next occasion when such a motion 
is made, a degree of flexibility which will 
permit questions to be put cannot be 
introduced. [ do not think that the 
method proposed by the hon. Gentleman 
would attain that end, except at the cost 
of great public inconvenience. It must 
be remembered that questions can be put 
at half-past three the next day, and that 
when any important infermation does 
arise, it is promptly seut to the press, so 
that hon. Members, as well as the public, 
see it the first thing the next morning. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I think the right hon. Gentleman 
is correct in saying that the adoption of 
the Amendment would open the way for 
private Members’ motions after Govern- 
ment business had been finished, and I 
am sure that that is not what the House 
would desire. The object of my hon. 
friends might be attained if in lien of the 
words, “ That the Speaker do adjourn the 
House without (Question put,” were in- 
serted, “That Mr. Speaker do put the 
Question for the adjournment.” If this 
were done, hon. Members would retain 
the right and privilege of addressing 
questions to members of the (sovern- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Leader of 
the House had dropped a remark of the 
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greatest significance. He suggested that 


on the motion for adjournment there. 


might be something in the nature of a 
surprise. He gathered from that that the 
right hon. Gentleman feared the action of 
the Colonial Secretary, for the only occa- 


sion on which, so far as he could remem- | 


ber, the privilege of making a statement 
on the motion for adjournment was 
abused, was av a time when we were 
nearly getting intoa war with France, be- 
cause the Colonial Secretary suddenly 
came down in a most menacing 
manner, and announced that an unwar- 
rantably aggressive attack had been made 
upon British officers and soldiers by 
French troops. Of course, if the Leader 
of the House was of opinion it was desir- 


able that the Colonial Secretary should | 


not have opportunities of repeating such 
conduct, that was a matter they must 
settle between themselves. He held there 
was a considerable difference between the 
beginning and the end of a session, and 
that while such a motion as this might 
not be warranted at the commencement, 
it might be reasonable in the month of 


July, when the House had had an oppor- | 


tunity for five or six months of threshing 
out questions. Still, as the right hon. 
Gentleman had given a sort of promise 
that he would consider the point before a 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 218 


| occasion, it would be for his friends to 
consider whether the Amendment should 
' be pressed. 

| Mr. DALZIEL: Will the right hon 
| Gentleman accept the suggestion of the 
Member for Dundee ? If so, I will with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that is hardly practicable. Supposing 
Government business came to an end 
early in the evening, we might go on dis- 
cussing the adjournment until midnight, 


Mr. DALZIEL: The discussion would 


have to be pertinent to the adjournment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There can be 


no question pertinent to an adjournment. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I believe it has been 
held by the Speaker that Members may 
‘only put questions of urgency on the 
motion for adjournment. It is, therefore, 
quite impossible to raise a variety of 
subjects, or to have an academic dis- 
cussion. 


Question put. 


The House divided.—Ayes, 215; Noes, 





similar proposal was made 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry } 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Sain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christeh.) 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. 'I’. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, A. 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


t 
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AYES. 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


\ Coddington, Sir William 


Cohen, Benjantin Louis 


} Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, T. L.. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Durning-Lawrentce, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r , 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzrey, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 


(Division List No. 2.) 


Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 


Foster, Sir. Walter (Derby Co.) 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, Wm. Jolinson 
Gartit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gordon, Hn..J.E.( Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,.Maj W(TowerHamlets 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Claude 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanle 
Heath, James(Staffords.N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 5S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. | 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederic William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,Capt..J(Kent,Faversh : 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T.(Denbigh) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Lt-Col. A. H(Hants. Pham 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt. HonJames( Kent) 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macelure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Majendie, James A. 

Maxwell, W..J.( Dumfriesshire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throymorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 


Allan, William ((rateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc., Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron. Rolert 

Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
el Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A.(inverness-sh. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Lough, Thomas 

' Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Cann, James 

| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


, Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose | 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F-. | 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertP. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. William Robert W. 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, |. Guy 

Radcliffe, R. F. 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

eid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 


' Rentoul, James Alexander 


Ridley, M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Linculn) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton | 
Hardie, J. Kk. (MerthyrTydvil) | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwoo, George 

Healy, Tunuthy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson | 
Hobhouse. C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) | 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearle y,Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) | 
Leng, SirJohn | 
Llovd-George, David 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | 
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| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ), 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R (N’rth’nts- 
Stanley, HonArthur, Ormskirk 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings- 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. E. H(Shef' di 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Ta’nt’m 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ): 
W odehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Young,Commander(Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen} 


Murray, Hn. A. W.( Midlothian 
Newnes, Sir George 


| Nolan,ColJohnP (Galway, N.) 
| Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Shipman, Dr. John 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Stevenson, Francis 8. 


Strachey, Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfrd(Glamorgan,E.} 
Thomas,J A(‘Slamorg’n,Gower | 
Thomson, Frederick W. 
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Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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Woodhouse, Sir) T( Hudd’rsf'd) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. | Williams, A. O. (Merioneth) | 


Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan | Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W.) | 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid | Mr. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) | 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Dalziel and Mr. 
Herbert Lewis. 


Whiteley,George(York,W.R.) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) | 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That, during the Winter 
Sittings, no Motions for leave to bring in 
Bills be given except by 2 Minister of the 
Crown; that on every day Government 
Business do have precedence, and that at 
the conclusion thereof’ Mr. Speaker do 
adjourn the House without Question put ; 
and that the provisions of Standing Order 
No. 56 be extended to al) the days of the 
week. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
[SECOND Day’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 


Debate on Question [6th December}, . 
“That an humble Address be presented | 


to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Vost Gracious Sovere yt, 


“We, your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of (Great Britain and 
ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
Jeave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”— (1/1. Gordon.) 
Debate 


Question again proposed, 


resumed— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said the Colonial Secretary on the pre- 
vious night made a somewhat aggressive 
speech, and as he contimied speaking till 
close upon midnight there was no oppor- 
tunity of replying, and he had conse- 
quently to move the adjournment of the 
«lebate. It would be admitted that the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman in 
reference to his conduct were not abso- 


Jutely complimentary. The Colonial | 
Secretary made a very singular state-, 
_ he wanted to have the facts before him. 


ment during his speech, one which 
showed the tone of recklessness of the 
statements he was fond of making both 
inside and outside the House. His hon. 


friend the Member for the lusheliffe 
Division had complained that the letters 
which formed the subject of the debate 
had been received by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman before the prorogation of the last 
Parliament, and yet were iiot submitted 
to the Members concerned until after the 
Parliament had broken up. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in reply to that, said 
“Not at all; I sent them on the 6th of 
August.” The right hon. Gentleman was 
right, no doubt, in the letter, but not in 
the spirit of his answer, because on the 8th 
of August Parliament was prorogued. 
Now, if the right hon. Gentleman had 
been exceedingly anxious that the Mem- 
bers concerned should have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing these letters before 
Parliament was prorogued, it was evi- 
dently absolutely impossible if he only 
sent them in order that the hon. Mem- 
bers might make their o}servations upon 
them on the 6th August. Assuming that 
these hon. Members were in London, an 
answer might have come on the 7th, and 
then these would have had to have been 
printed, and the papers could only have 
been presented to the House on 8th 
August. Now, the House met at an 
early hour on the xth—it was a purely 
formal proceeding—and how on earth 
could hon. Members hiave come down at 
ten oclock in the morning and entered 
into a long discussion of these letters ! 
He thought his hon. friend the Member 
for Rusheliffe had been most unfairly 
treated, and he could net help thinking 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite, after 
having heard the statement of his hon. 
friend, would share to a very great 
extent in that opinion. His hon. friend 
had received letters from the Cape, where 
martial law was going on, saving that 
certain transactions had taken place which 
were most undesirable. His hon. friend 
did not come down to the House to make 
a statement without ful] knowledge, but 
simply wrote out to the Cape to say that 


What else ought he to have done? The 
Cape was an English colony, and surely, 
as the representative not only of persons 
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in that House but persons in the not consider that they had any sort of 


colonies, and especially in a colony where 
martial law had been proclaimed, his hon. 
friend had only performed his duty by 
writing to his correspondents, and 
asking them to furnish him with facts. 
As far as he could urderstand, the 
Colonial. Secretary would not have ob- 
jected if he had asked to be furnished 
with mere facts; but he observed that 
what the hon. Member did ask was, 
“Furnish me with a stream of facts.” 
Now, when one wanted to have facts one 
could not have too many; and that was 


an exceedingly small point on which to | 


found a charge against his hon. friend of 
the nature he so much objected to. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary went on to say that his hon. 
friend wanted these facts in order to 
damage Her Majesty's Government. He 
did not know whether his hon. friend 
wished to damage Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. Personally he himself would be 
delighted at any time to damage Her 
Majesty's Government. He did not 
believe that his hon. friend took these 
strong views, because he was a very staid 
gentleman, but even if that was not his 
object, it might have happened that 
he would have damaged Her Majesty’s 
Government. Were they really to say that 
ifa Member of the House thought there 
vas due cause to bring a matter before 
the House he was to be restrained, de- 
claring to himself * No, [ will not do so 
because it may damage Her Majesty’s 
Government”? If that was to be done 
they had better all go home; they had 
better have no Opposition at all, although 
hon. Gentlemen opposite did their best to 
tell them that they would be delighted to 
have a good strong Opposition. It seemed 
to him that it was not his hon. friend who 
wanted to damage Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, but it was the Colonial Secretary 
who wanted to damage a_ political 
opponent in the person of his hon. friend. 
That appeared to him was the conclusion 


to be drawn from what went on the pre- 


What they had found out 
at last in regard to these letters was that 
they were laid hold of by the Censor from 
among the papers of a gentleman who 
was believed where martial law 
existed, a rebel. He could perfectly 
here had heen a case 


vious night. 





understand, if th 
against that gentleman, and if they really 
believed that he was a rebel, that they 
should look into his papers; but he did | 


right to publish a private letter found 
among these papers addressed by his hon. 
friend to that gentleman’s wife. As he 
had said, he thought his hon. friend had 
entirely cleared himself from the slightest 
imputation of disloyalty or conduct not 
proper to the Empire. And he be- 
lieved that hon. (Gentlemen opposite,. 
if they stated fairly their own 
views, would be of the same opinion. 
Now in regard to his own letters, the 
Colonial Secretary took a more unfavour- 
able view of these than he did of the 
letter of his hon. friend the Member for 
Rushcliffe. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that these letters showed “moral 
treason.” He did not know what “moral 
treason” was, although he could conceive 
of immoral treason. He did not care for 
these adjectives that were always being 
invented nowadays; they were only 
words. What was the position at the 
moment when these letters were written ? 
He did not think that anyone in the 
House would say that he had ever sought 
in any sort of way to conceal his opinion 
of the war. He considered that one of 
the reasons which were leading us to the 
war was the personal antagonism that 
existed between the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary, and Mr. 
Kruger. The negotiations, he thought, 
suffered from that antagonism. He was 
not one of those who thought that every- 
thing avas perfect in the Transvaal. 
Very far from It seemed to him a 
thorough Conservative Government, and 
if he had been there he should in all 
probability have been an opponent of 
Mr. Kruger. But he did not think that 
the wrongs which the Uitlanders were 
suffering from were worth our going to 
war for, all the more as the right hon. 
Gentleman had told us they had agreed 
on nine-tenths of the questions at issue. 
At that moment a conference was pro- 
posed by the hon. Gentleman him- 


it 
al. 





self. Well, what was it that he (Mr. 
Labouchere) did? He recommended 
President iitruger to accept that con- 
ference, and he mentioned to Mr. 


Kruger arguments which he thought 
would have some weight with him in 
agreeing to it. That was the best way ; 
that was what was called diplomacy. It 
was not the new diplomacy, which ap- 
peared to him to be to insult as much as 
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| possible your opponent, and to drag in 


every sort of thing von could imagine to- 
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make him hostile to you He told Presi- 
dent Kruger that if he assented to this 
conference he would have a full oppor- 
tunity of discussing the questions in 
detail—on what might be called the 
Committee stage of the conference. He 
hac never seen any objection either to 
Mr. Kruger going into details, or any 
reason why they should be forced 
upon him if he did not accept them. 
They were merely little details of altera- 
tions in the registration law, and it 
seemed to him a piece of insufferable 
impudence for us to go to a foreign 
country and claim a change in its registra- 
tion law, considering that we had without 
exception the worst registration law in 
the whole habitable globe. His object 
was to get the whole matter out of the 
hands of the right hon. Gentleman, and, 
he admitted, out of the hands of Presi- 
dent Kruger also ; for he did not think 
that either of them was a negotiator 
whose ways were particularly likely to 
make for peace. He thought that time 
was everything in these matters—it gave 
an opportunity for feeling to cool down ; 
and he believed that if the conference had 
been agreed to in principle we should not 
have had war ; that we might somehow or 
other have come to a friendly arrangement 
with the Transvaal. Time was in our 
favour, and if general principles were 
agreed on we should not have gone to 
war on questions of minor details. He 
gathered from one of the speeches which 
the Colonial Seeretary had made in the 
country that what seemed to have 
irritated him was that he had said to 
President Kruger that he would have 
the advantage of giving a second fall to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary. He thought that would have been 
a very pleasing thing to President Kruger, 
and he believed that President Kruger 
would have done it. He quoted also an 
incidental remark, which he thought well 
summed upthe situation, made in the course 
of a debate in the House by a right hon. 
friend—namely, that the Colonial Secre- 
tary’s speech was a little “ bluster ” of his 
own with the main points arranged by 
his colleagues, who sat like policemen to 
watch and see that he read them. He 
appealed to hon. Members on this side of 
the House and to some on the opposite 
benches, whether that was not the general 
opinion. It might have been right or it 
might have been wrong ; but it was the 
current opinion, and he thought that it 


Mr. Labouchere, 
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| was quite right. It was said to be encou- 
raging Mr. Kruger to lead him to suppose 
that in yielding to the proposal for a con- 
ference he would not be enabling the 
Colonial Secretary to score a_ point, 
but rather that he would get the 
better of him on the occasion. Did 
the right hon. Gentleman want war or 
not? They had been told that the whole 
‘matter in debate was a question of regis- 
‘ tration law ; but when the war had taken 
place hon. Gentlemen seemed to have 
‘thought that that was a little too thin for 
the country. So they had, he would not 
say invented, but evolved or realised from 
their moral consciousness that there was 
a great conspiracy in South Africa—that 
the Transvaal people had united with the 
Dutch in our colonies, and that they were 
determined sooner or later to go to war, 
and that it would be a good thing if we 
went to war at once and nipped this con 
spiracy in the bud. The nght hon. Gen- 
tleman the Colonial Secretary had to a 
very great extent accepted that view. In 
one of his speeches in the country he 
said he was charged with the responsi- 
bility for the war, and that if that were 
true it was a feather in his cap. He did 
not know whether it was or was not ; but 
if the right hon. Gentleman did want war 
it was evident that he would have been 
sorry if a conference had been accepted 
and had led to some sort of arrangement 
which would have tided over this con- 
'spiracy. Certainly a great many gentle- 
men opposite were of that opinion. What 
did The Times say when President Kruger 
refused the conference, or rather when he 
. said, “I would first put in a counter-pro- 
posal, and if you do not agree to this 
counter-proposal, it must be understood 
that I fall back on the conference.” 
Why, when the counter-proposal was 
refused by us, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man told us that the conference was not 
to take place, did Zhe Times, which repre- 
sented the views of hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, deplore that? Notat all. On the 
contrary, The Times said it was a happy 
escape—that we had very nearly missed 
going to war by coming to an arrange- 
ment which would have prevented the 
war. So that certainly he was justified 
in believing that, if not the Colonial 
Secretary, a great many hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and their organs in the press, 
would have regretted if President Kruger 
had accepted the conference, since they 
_ Tejoiced that he had refused to do so. 
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Now what was the object of his letters ¢ 

We were not at war with the Transvaal 

at that time. The right hon. Gentleman 

the Colonial Secretary seemed to think 

that when the Government was engaged 

in what he called very delicate negotia- 

tions, nobody even in this House, no 

Englishman, had got the right to step in | 
and try to aid negotiations leading up to 
peace. That was, he need not point out 
to the House, a perfectly new doctrine. 
Everybody knew of a famous case last 
century in regard to Mr. Fox, when Mr. 
Pitt wanted to go to war with Russia. 
The charge made against Mr. Fox was 
that he had recommended the Empress of 
Russia not to yield, and Mr. Fox’s defence 
was that he had made that recommenda- 
tion to prevent our being dragged into war. 
But he( Mr. Labouchere) had recommended 
Mr. Kruger to yield, and hecouldnot really 
understand—it might be stupidity on his 
part—how in the world any patriotic 
Englishman who did not want war, and 
who desired that we might get what we 
wanted without war, could object to 
the letter he wrote, seeing he recom- 
mended President Kruger to yield. 
The Colonial Secretary had been good 
enough to send him copies of these letters, 
and had invited him to make observations 
upon them. Never before had he been 
invited by so eminent a person as a Secre- 
tary of State to make observations on any 
letters of his, but he was afraid the 
invitation was given not in a friendly but 
a hostilemanner. What business had the 
Colonial Secretary to issue any such invi- 
tation? He had no right whatever; all 
Members of the House were equal and 
had equal rights, and the Colonial Secre- 
tary had no more right to invite observa- 
tions from any Member than he (Mr. 
Labouchere) had to invite the right hon. 
Gentleman to make observations upon any 
letter he might have picked out of a 
waste-paper basket and intended to pub- 
lish. He wished to be courteous to the 
right hon. Gentleman, and therefore he 
had made the observations asked for, and 
as an exchange of views, suggested that | 
the right hon. Gentleman should make « 

few observations as to what was going to 

be done with regard to the Hawksiey | 
letters. He had always underst«o1 that | 
the refusal of the right hon. Gentleman ' 
to produce the Hawksley letters had led 

Mr. Kruger to infer that the right hon. | 
Gentleman was in some way connected | 


with the Jameson raid, and in the | 
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interests of the House he had suggested 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
confide to him a few observations. But 
when he received the letter from the right 
hon. Gentleman he smelt an electioneering 
trick. The right hon. Gentleman had 
been in America, and might be compared 
with Mr. Croker, in so far that he was a 
past-master as an electioneering boss. He 
suspected that these letters had something 
to do with a General Election, and would 


_be published just at the time of the elec- 


tion, so he éndeavoured to stop that by 
publishing the letters himself. He was 
absolutely indifferent to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s opinion with regard to any 
political action of his, and he had no doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman was equally in- 


| different to any opinion which he might 


entertain with regard to the political 
actions of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He now differed absolutely and entirely 
from the right hon. Gentleman in almost 
every particular, politically, but the time 
had been when the right hon. Gentleman 
was his Gamaliel, when he sat at his feet, 
and when the right hon. Gentleman was 
his especial leader. His opvosition to 
the right hon. Gentleman was_ purely 
political, and would disappear if the right 
hon. Gentleman returned to the true 
faith. If he came back as a repentant 
sinner, he would welcome him with open 
arms. He had told the right hon. Gentle- 
man that in the matter of the letters he 
was responsible to his electors, and his 
electors alone. At the last election, 
when his electors knew all about 
these letters, they gave him a majority, 
and indeed the only pledge he was asked 
to give at the election was when an elector 
got up and asked, “Will you pledge 
yourself to keep your eye on Joe?” 
and he promised to keep his eye on Joe. 
He might be wrong, but he was proud of 
those letters, and he was only sorry that 
Mr. Kruger didjnot take his advice. If he 
had the Government would not have had 
the “happy escape ” they had when Mr. 


_ Kruger would not agree to the conference. 


Passing to the letters of Dr. Clark, who 
was not a persona grata at the present 
moment to hon. Gentlemen opposite, but 
who was a friend of his, he must remind 
the House that when Dr. Clark told Mr. 
Kruger that there would be some military 
advantage in passing the trontier and 
attacking our colonies he also said that 
those advantages would be outweighed 
by the bad moral effect that it would 
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have here. That was advice, therefore, 
to Mr. Kruger not to do it. Another 
thing to be remembered was the fact that 
Dr. Clark had long been in the Transvaal, 
and for many vears had been the recog- 
nised Consul in this country for the 
Transvaal. He had been so recognised 
by the right hon. Gentleman, who had 
treated him as a sort of go-between, 
between Mr. Kruger and himeelf. Dr. 
Clark’s letter commenced with the state- 
ment that he had had a long interview 
with Mr. Chamberlain, and had discussed 
with him some of the questions between 
the two Governments. The right hon. 
Gentleman could not have thought that 
his interviews were with Dr. Clark alone. 
He must have known that Dr. Clark 
would have transmitted his views to 
President Kruger. There was one para- 
graph in the letter which threw a search- 
ing light on the matter, and that was the 
paragraph alluding to the refusal of the 
right hon. Gentleman to consent to a 
tribunal composed of the four Chief 
Justices of South Africa, presided over 
by Lord Russell of Killowen, on the 
vround that such a tribunal must be a 
partisan tribunal. Such an objection, 
having regard to the head of the pro- 
posed tribunal, showed the temper and 
animus of the right hou Gentleman—that 
he should suggest that a tribunal pre- 
sided over by Lord Russell would be 
partisan in its character. With regard 
to the letters of Chief Justice de Villiers, 
the right hon, Gentleman no doubt asked 
for permission to publish them, but if he 
did why did he not publish his own letter 
also? The Chief Justice could not refuse 
to have them published, because such a 
refusal would have cast an imputa- 
tion upon him, but he said he 
had no objection to their publication. 
But the right hon. Gentleman knew per- 
fectly well that those letters were only 
part of a correspondence. All the letters 
which had passed between the Chief 
Justice and Mr. Kruger, and Mr. Reitz 
and Sir Alfred Milner ought to have been 
published. The Chief Justice held the 
balance between them. Was the House 
to understand that Sir Alfred Milner 
threw the protests which he received 
from the Chief Justice into the waste- 
paper basket ? The right hon. Gentleman 
said he had not got them, but if he had 
not it would be easy to get Sir Alfred 
Milner to telegraph them over. Another 


point which had to he considered was the 


Mr’ Labouchere. 
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, fact that these letters were written to 
| President Kruger before he made any 
‘concessions. What he would like to see 
were the letters which Mr. De Villiers 
had written after Mr. Kruger made con- 
cessions. The House had a right to com- 
plain of the one-sided view which had 
been placed before it. All sorts of state- 


|ments were sent over to this country,, 


‘backed up by affidavits, but no man 
could form an opinion of only one side of 
a case. Then with respect to the letters 
written by Mr. Merriman. He was the 

minister of Sir Alfred Milner himself, 

-and was one of the most distinguished 

‘men in Cape Colony. Surely if we 
had a colonial Governor who took, he 
would not say surreptitiously, certain 

_ private letters written by him he ought 

_to have told him—he met him every 
day—that he had got these private 
letters, and that he intended to send 
them over to the Colonial Secretary, 
Sir Alfred Milner was a subordinate, 

and what he did he did in carrying 
out orders. Surely on every principle 
of fair play Mr. Merriman was badly 
treated when Sir Alfred Milner sent over 
these letters to the Colonial Secretary. 
So much for the letters. He had one or 

‘two remarks to make on the subject of 
ithe right hon. Gentleman himself. The 
' right hon. Gentleman, in his speech on the 
previous night, had bitterly complained 
that insinuations had been thrown broad- 
cast against him and attacks made upon 
his private character. There had been no 
insinuations made. There had been state- 
ments made, and those who made those 
statements were ready to stand by them. 
They were taken from the records of 
Somerset House and the reports of various 
public companies. There was no attack 
on the private character of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and all that could be said was 
that there had been an attack on certain 
financial matters affecting his position as 
a Minister of the Crown, which he 
thought everyone had a right to bring 
fairly before the House of Commons. 
They knew what occurred in the 
case of Mr. Mundella. Mr. Mundella 
was one of the most honourable of 
men, but he got himself mixed up 
unfortunately with some company. 
It was not in connection with a contract 
for the Government, but he got mixed up 
with the company in some way, and it 
was found that he ought to resign his 
position in the Cabinet. He did resign 
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his position. It was perfectly wrong for , would be used for electioneering purposes. 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial | 


Secretary to imply that it was unfair-and 
unjust to make insinuations, when they 
were dealing with a practical matter of 
this kind affecting his position as a 
Minister of the Crown. His hon. friend 
the Member for Carnarvon had given 
notice of an Amendment on this subject, 
and he would state his case. He did not 
think they would accuse that hon. 
Gentleman of making insinuations. He 
generally called a spade a spade in that 
House. The right hon. Gentleman would 
have a convenient opportunity of replying 


and they would be able to form their own | 
conclusions on the matter. The right | 


hon. Gentleman, knowing that there was 
to bean Amendment brought forward on 
the subject, went out of his way to talk 
for a long time about his private character. 
He was very angry with his right hon. 
friend the Leader of the Opposition. He 
(Mr. Labouchere) thought the Leader of 
the Opposition made an uncommonly 
good speech. He knew there was a 
tendency on both Front Benches to 
indulge in a sort of official Brahminism 
which united them together very much. 


He was always glad when that was. 


broken through, and when gentlemen on 
the Front Bench on that side of the 
House talked to the gentlemen on the 
other Front Bench in strong, firm lan- 
guage. He was glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
stated his views in language which could 
not be misunderstood. The right hon. 
Gentleman said in reference to the publi- 
cation of the letters, that such an act, if 
done in private life, would exclude a man 
from the society of honourable men. Did 
anyone deny that proposition? He 
thought it was a true one. Nobody 
doubted that these were private letters. 
The question, then, was not whether his 
right hon. friend was right in the propo- 


What was the Colonial Secretary’s answer 
to that? He said his right hon. friend 
the Leader of the Opposition would do 
well not to associate with him. They had 
nothing to do with whether these spirits 
associated or not. He was always upset 
when there was a consultation between 
gentlemen on that side and the other side 
of the House behind the chair. He would 
be very glad if they would make a vow 
not to speak to one another while in that 
House, He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition would 
be obliged to break social relations with 
the Colonial Secretary. The Colonial 
Secretary went out of his way to say that 


| he had had some sort of social relations 


with the Leader of the Opposition, and 


_had not enjoyed them, and so every- 


thing was for the best in this best of 
worlds, so far as that was concerned. He 
said: “You must not only drop my 
acquaintance, but yon must drop the 
acquaintance of every member of the 
Cabinet, because I submitted them to 
the Cabinet, and the Cabinet agreed.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): No, he did not say 
that. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: My right hon. 
friend says he did not say that. My 
right hon. friend is more cautious than [ 
am. I will take it that he submitted 
them in some sort of way. This was 
entirely a departmental thing. Mr. 
Goschen the other day had stated that he 
could not go closely into every matter 


| connected with the government of the 


country. They could easily suppose that 
Mr. Goschen and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House had really 


/no time to go into the subject of the 


sition he had laid down, but whether it was | 
not absolutely necessary in the interest of | 


the whole country that these matters 
should be published, and that although 
they were private letters this salutary 
rule of dealing between man and man 
should be overruled. All he could say 
was-—he could not go into men’s minds — 
that they were used for the purposes of 
party, and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Lolonial Secretary must have known per- 


feetly well when he published them a_ 


little while before an election that they 
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letters, and therefore he did not think 
they could be made responsible for the 
publication of them. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
i.): Yes, Sir, we are certainly responsible 
for them. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: All the Cabinet. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE was sorry to 


hear it. They knew what sort of re- 
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sponsibility this was. The matter was a 
departmental one, not a thing of para- 
mount importance, and, of course, it 


would be left to the head of the depart- | 
The next thing that the right | 


ment. 
hon. Gentleman complained of was that 
the Leader of the Opposition had said 
that the Colonial Secretary stated that 
most of them were traitors. The right 
hon. Gentleman to some extent denied it. 
He admitted that he had not spoken in 
amiable language, and he (Mr. Labouchere) 
did not think he had. An hon. Member 
pointed out that he had used the word 
on 22nd September, and what was the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman? The 
right hon, Gentleman said the report was 


not very lucid. He did accuse the writers of | 


the letters of being traitors, and afterwards 
went on to speak of a portion of the 
Opposition. He said he would not call 
them traitors, but misguided individuals, 
but in his mind was the word “ traitors.” 
He could only say to the right hon. 


Gentleman that if the report was not | 


lucid the explanation was not lucid. 


There was no doubt that the right hon. | 


Gentleman did go about the country 
bringing charges against them, and it 
seemed to him that he went a little 


further than he intended in this particular | 


case. If he did not on every occasion call 
them traitors, he used language which 
implied that that was his opinion. As to 
the date of the election, the right hon. 


Gentleman said that suddenly he and his | 


colleagues had read an article headed 
“The gilt off the gingerbread.” He 
believed the newspaper was the /Vest- 
minster Gazette, That article said that a 
reaction was taking place, and possibly 
the Government had not so strong a hold 
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would have come much nearer winning 
the election than they did in October. 
A reaction had set in. The Government 
saw the tide was rising, and they said, as 
practical people, “ Let us look to our own 
interest.” There was no use of the right 
hon. Gentleman or the First Lord of the 
Treasury being indignant with their oppo- 
nents when they said that they looked to 
their own interest in fixing the date of 
the election, because the Duke of Devon- 
shire had admitted it himself. He was 
/an honest man. They were told by the 

right hon. Gentleman that they were 

misleading the electors. Why, the 
Government supporters not only appealed 

to the passions of the electors, but 


they declared again and again that 
it was not a party election. The 


whole idea of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site—and he said it with the greatest 
respect—judging by their organs in the 
press, was that they should dictate the 
| policy of the Opposition. They were to 
carry on the Opposition under certain 
| limitations. On minor details they might 
oppose, but they must recognise the great 
principles of the national faith. He had 
‘to tell them that they were not going to 
have such a dummy Opposition. They 
were there to oppose and they must 
oppose. He believed one of the reasons 
why they lost the election was their weak- 
ness during last Parliament. Yes, they 
| were too flabby. They did not do their 
duty. They came back in no great 
| numbers, but they made up in quality. 
| They had come back determined not to 
| be any longer open to those reproaches 
| which had been thrown upon them. 
| Gentlemen on the Front Bench were burn- 
| ing to oppose. A right hon. Gentleman 





on the country then as they had formerly. | opposite—he was not sure whether it was 
They were asked to believe that the | the First Lord of the Treasury or one of 
Government having read this article in a | his colleagues—said his great anxiety 
Liberal paper, at once said, “We must} was to have a strong Opposition. Well, 
have an election.” Well, never had an| so far as they could accommodate him 
article such an effect—especially an | they intended to give him a strong Op- 
article in an Opposition paper—since the | position. They admitted freely and 
world began, and hecouldonly congratulate | frankly that they were beaten at the 
the paper. He would tell the Honse| last election. It came at a moment of 


what he thought was the position of | excitement, but they did not think 
matters. If they had had an election in | they did badly at that election, 
July he believed their opponents would | considering all the circumstances. 


almost have cleared them outof Parliament. | The Colonial Secretary demanded an 
He was speaking generally. The party | unanimous vote for the country ; he did 
opposite would have gained more than | not get it, but he beat his opponents, and 
they had gained if the election had been | that, after all, was the object of an 
earlier. He believed that if the election | election. The Government had a good 
had been put off till January the Liberals | working majority, and it was no good 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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sneering at the Opposition because they 
frankly admitted that majority. But 
they had come to the House to put for- 
ward the great principles of the Liberal 
creed, and they were determined to keep 
those principles alive. In regard to the 
war they considered themselves as 
patriotic as the supporters of the Govern- 
ment, and, although they might differ 
upon matters which they considered to 
be to the advantage of the country, they 
were not going to be bullied and cozened 
out of their views. They had been sent 
to the House to state those views, and 
they intended to do so, in season and out 
of season. 


SoutH ArricAN WaAr-—TERMS OF 
SETTLEMENT. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): [ rise with 


considerable diffidence to move the! 


Amendment standing in my name to the 
Address in reply to the gracious Speech 
from the Throne. Although this is not 
the first occasion on which | have had the 


honour of addressing the House it is | 


the first occasion on which I have spoken 


in one of the more important debates. | 
There is one thing in which I am sure | 
[ shall carry the whole of the House | 


with me, and that is in the observation that 
what we all desire is that this war, which 
has been so prolonged, should be ended 
as speedily as possible To us this war 
is no light matter. It means a constant 
loss of precious lives and of countless 
treasure, but we can bear the strain. To 
the Boers, however, it means not only loss 
of life and great destruction of property, but 
also the entire upheaval of the old order of 
things for them, the upset of their most 


cherished traditions, and the continuance | 
of a struggle which, in my opinion, is | - 


absolutely hopeless, but in which we may 
all admit they have fought gallantly and 
well. I feel diffidence also, because my 
task is a very difficult and delicate one. 
Even a humble member of the rank and 
file of the Opposition like myself has a 
responsibility at a timelikethe present,and 
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| { have explained my views to my con 
| stituents, the people most concerned, and 
'T need only say now that as regards the 
later stages of the negotiations my own 
| opinion, for what it is worth, is that the 
| principal blame of their failure lies with 
| Mr. Kruger. But to argue this point 
would be to detain the House unneces- 
| sarily, and, furthermore, it has no bearing 
‘on my Amendment. What is the present 
| condition of hostilities? What has been 
occurring in these partly conquered 
| States during the last few months? 
| When Kimberley, Ladysmith, and 
Mafeking were relieved we annexed what 
| is now the Orange River Colony and the 
| Transvaal. By that annexation we dis- 
placed the Government they had had in 
ithe past, and the fact that there is no 
| Government with which to negotiate adds 
a little to our present difficulties. Our 
early treatment of those colonies was of 
‘the mildest character. We were told 
‘that the burghers were delighted we had 
‘come, and that they were rapidly laying 
down their arms. We had every hope 
the war would soon be over, but we soon 
found that was far too rosy a view. ‘The 
war, I regret to say, is not yet over; 
those States are annexed, but not 
conquered ; there is no effective occupa- 
| tion apparently at a greater distance than 
| twenty miles from the railway, and often 
it falls far short of that. Our generals, I 
| think, very naturally altered their tactics 
'somewhat. They issued proclamations 
/more severe in character. We are told 
_now, and I accept the statement, that the 
| struggle has degenerated into a guerilla 
,war. I do not care very much about 
/names—although I am not very fond of 
| hearing myself or my hon. friends on this 
side called ‘“ traitors” and “ pro-Boers ” 
and I do not care whether this is now 
a guerilla war or not. What I look at 
| are the facts. The facts are that within 
i the last week or two we have heard of 
2,500 men under De Wet, who have un- 


| fortunately captured very recently 450 of 
‘our own soldiers, besides killing or 
| wounding sixty more. Almost at the 





it will be my earnest endeavour to say no| same time we heard of another 2,500 
word which can possibly encourage the | men under arms, the commandoes under 
enemies of the Queen or do anything to! Viljoen and Erasmus, and of disturbances 
prolong and embitter the already lengthy | in other widely-separated parts of these 
struggle. I have never yet expressed in| annexed territories; while only yester- 
this House my views on the war, and I | day we heard of an attack on a convoy 
shall not this afternoon follow the mover | proceeding from Pretoria to Rustenburg, 
and seconder of the Address in discussing | in which fifteen were killed and twenty- 
the questions of its justice or inevitability. | two wounded. All I say is that if this 
M 2 Second Day. 
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isa guerilla war, it is even yet a very | 
serious war. I quite agree that the 
cause for which the Boers are still 
fighting is absolutely hopeless, and 
greatly regret that the bloodshed, though 
useless, yet remains so great. We are 
rather short of information from the 
Government in regard to this matter. I 
do not suppose they can tell us why the 
war is continuing, but we are constantly 
asking ourselves that question. The con- | 
test is utterly hopeless; we must win ; | 
we have practically endless resources, and | 
Iam sure we shall not turn out to be 
inhuman conquerors. But the Govern- 
ment can apparently tell us nothing. All 
we do know is the practical matter that 
we are called together time after time 
to vote huge sums of money for the con- 
tinued prolongation of the war. We were 
told the war was to end three months 
ago. A member of the Government, the 
present Secretary of State for War, ex- 
pressed the belief the Boers would stop 
fighting as soon as they observed that 
the Liberals did not win the General 
Election. He led us to imagine that 
Botha and De Wet before they planned 
the day’s campaign sat down to read the 
election returns in The Times newspaper. 
But the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs said last 
night words to the effect that when the 
hopelessness of this struggle is brought 
home to the Boers by their friends the 
struggle will be stopped. That is a very 
different story. The noble Lord’s chief 
did not go so far as that, and the First 
Lord of the Treasury in a_ speech 
very sympathetic in tone, but some- 
what unsatisfactory in matter, did 
not give us any hope that he had any 
plan by which the struggle could be 
brought toanend. I ask the House, is 
there anything more that we can do? I 
venture very respectfully to profess my 
belief that there are other things we can 
ilo ; but—and this is very important— 
they must be done under certain over- 
riding considerations. With very few 
exceptions practically the whole of the 
candidates in England and Scotland at 
the recent General Election stated that 
they agreed absolutely and entirely to 
the annexation of these two States. 
Everything we do must of course be sub- 
ject to that consideration ; secondly, we 
must continue to prosecute this war with 
the utmost vigour until the struggle is | 
ended, apart from anything we may do| 
Mr, Emmott. 
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on the political side. But there is another 


consideration of the utmost importance— 


namely, that we have to live with these 
Boers in the annexed States in the future, 
Lastly, whatever we propose must be, as 
far as we can make it, just and right and 
politic in itself. It must not partake of 
anything in the nature of a bargain or 
bribe. In other words we must not 


attempt to give to Botha and De Wet what. 


has been refused to Kruger and Steyn, 
I want to say one word on the conduct 
of the war. I cordially re-echo the 
excellent remarks of the Leader of the 
Opposition last night. Lord Roberts is 
generally acknowledged to be one of the 
most humane generals who has ever filled 
a great part in the annals of war, and 
when Lord Roberts says our soldiers have 
fought like heroes, and out of battle have 
behaved like gentlemen, I confess that 
that carries far more weight with me 
than a very large number of anonymous 
statements to the opposite effect. At 
any rate, with regard to our 
generals, our officers, and our 
soldiers, we admire the extraordinary 
courage, skill, and tenacity with which 
they have fought in this war, and we owe 
very much tothem. The responsibility 
which lies on a general who is conducting 
a campaign for his country is enormous ; 
it is greater almost than that which lies 
on the statesmen of the country. I think 
we should be very slow to cast any blame 
on these men who are doing their best for 
us. The crisis of the war is over, but 
during the crisis the Prime Minister 
said that he had abdicated in favour of 
Lord Roberts, or words to that effect. | 
have reminded the House that when we 
first occupied these new territories we 
accorded them the mildest treatment, but 
that unfortunately did not lead to an end 
of the war. There were constant raids on 
the railways and communications, and a 
more severe policy has since heen tried, 
under which, I suppose necessarily, a 
large amount of territory has been laid 
waste. The question I want to ask is, 
Can the Government tell us that this 
more severe pelicy is proving more suc- 
cessful than the milder treatment did? 
The present policy is causing serious un- 
easiness in the minds of a great body of 
people in this country, ard it is causing 
grave frietion and anxiety, I believe, in 
our colonies in South Africa. I admit to 
the full the difficulty of the situation. 
There are obviously two lines of consider- 
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aiion. ‘There is, first, the military line. | this sense, that we have been forced 
There is the desire of our generals to end | to fight and crush out the independent 
the war as speedily as possible by any | national existence of a brave and resolute 
methods that may usefully and properly | race. But we did not seek this war as a 
beallowed in war. But at the back of all | nation. I do not believe myself that the 
that there must be also the political con-| Government sought this war, but when 
siderations—the consideration especially the war had once begun there could have 
that we have to settle this war in a per-| been no peace in South Africa until we 
manent form. We have to try to make | had conquered both States. War being 
the men who are now fighting against us , necessary in that sense we cannot make 
loyal subjects of the Queen in the future. | it with rosewater. I fully admit all that, 
Ido not want to say one word which may | and I am not complaining of this burning 
be taken to mean that I seek to interfere | of farms, because I have not the facts 
with anything that is necessary in the before me which would enable me to do 
way of the military campaign, but ob- | 8°. We must leave the generals in the 
viously the comparatively severe policy | field to judge ina matter of this kind. I 
now being carried out—the confiscation do, however, ask the Government to let 
of large numbers of cattle, the burning of | US know whether this policy is having a 
a considerable number of farms, and the good effect or not. If it is not—if they 
deporting of women and children-—is cannot assure us on the authority of the 
inducing a deplorable political and econo- | generals that it is—then I do ask the 
mic condition in these colonies. That Government, as soon as possible, to put a 
economic and political condition, I am | stop to it. _There 18 another thing that 
afraid. may be consistent with a con-, 1 should like to mention in connection 
siderable prolongation of this guerilla with the farms, and it is that I think it is 
warfare, and the situation calls for the | very desirable that the inhabitants of 
highest statesmanship that this country | these colonies should be told that wherever 
can produce. I think it is time that the farms are destroyed for military purposes 
Government made a statement on broad compensation will be given to the owners 
and generous lines of what they propose Wnless they can be directly proved to be 
for the political and economic settlement responsible for some act of war which is 
after the war. I have put down as an punishable in that way. And now I 
Amendment to the Address the following wish to say just a word about the 

political status of the fighters. As 


words— : : 
regards the Boers in the field we have 
_ “Humbly to represent to Your Majesty that no responsible Government to negotiate 
it would conduce to the pacification of the \ith jn these two colonies, and I want 
= es 


conquered territories, and to the future good : ; ise wuts 
relations of the European races in South Africa 0 point out w hat I believe to be correct, 
generally, if measures for securing the liberty and it is that the generals ‘who are lead- 
and property of those now in arms who ing the armies of the Boers are excluded 
surrender, for the settlement of those terri- | fom any amnesty. I venture to say 


tories, and for promoting the reconcilement SER Sear . ; 
and well-being of their inhabitants, were that it 18 impossible that a — 
announced at the earliest possible date.” nation—and ours is a generous nation— 

should not admire the skill and courage 


As I do not wish merely to talk vague of the Boers, and the extraordinary 
generalities, I should like to make one or ability and resource which has been 
two suggestions, because I feel that it | shown by some of their generals. I do, 
would be wrong to move a resolution of however, ask, as a practical matter, if 
this sort without them. Let me say a they are excluded from amnesty, how 
few words upon the question of the canthey give in? I make the suggestion 
burning of farms. The feeling in regard | with all humility that, instead of demand- 
to this matter both in our colonies and ing an unconditional surrender, we 
here is very strong, and all of us who are | should promise and ensure to all officers 
humane men feel that it is repugnant to | and men who will cease fighting against 
our feelings to think of the necessity of lus their personal freedom, their un- 
laying waste these territories of our own! molested return to their farms, and the 
and of using measures which are still very | payment of compensation for those farms 
hard and very severe. To me war is/ which have been destroyed for military 
always hateful and generally unnecessary, reasons and not for any treacherous act. 
and this war is especially hateful in There are farms which have been. laid 
Second Day, 
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waste because they stood within ten | 


miles of the railway. 
those farms 
some persons who are prisoners at 
St. Helena. I do not want to prolong 
my remarks unnecessarily upon this sub- 
ject, but I do not think these farms 
ought to be given—I do not know that 
they are being given—to the new settlers 
who are to be induced to stay in the 
country, however numerous they may be. 
1 do lay the greatest stress upon the 
necessity of some efforts being made to 
inform the Boers what has been promised, 
namely, that as soon as possible complete 
self-goverment will be given to them 
when the war is over. I come now to 
the question of the prisoners. Can 
nothing be done by taking some trouble 
to convey to the mass of Boers who are 
now fighting, and by telling the prisoners 
in Ceylon and St. Helena, that as soon as 
the war is over they can come back to 
their farms, and that they will receive, as 
they ought to receive, compensation 
where their farms have been destroyed in 
their absence, through no fault of their 
own? I come now to the question of the 
rebels. I do not know sometimes 
whether I ought to be glad that Iam not a 
lawyer, but I am afraid that this is a 
very difficult legal matter. Can we make 
rebels simply by proclamation? There 
are many different kinds of men fighting 
against us. Some of them are men who 
have been fighting against us all along, 
and have never surrendered. Surely we 
cannot treat those men as_ rebels. 
There are other men who have surren- 
dered, and afterwards broken their 
oath under the threat of death. We 
cannot treat those men as rebels. There 
is another class of men who have de- 
liberately broken their oath without suffi- 
cient cause, and they present a much 
more difficult question, but [do not think 
that they can form a very large propor- 
tion of those who are fighting against us. 
Ido attach the very gravest importance 
to the economic situation which the pro- 
longation of this unfortunate struggle is 
making. The whole of the cattle, in 


Many of; 
may possibly belong to) 


| 


many Instances, are gone. Farm buildings | 


have been destroyed, the land has gone 
out of cultivation, and recovery from such 
a condition of things as that must natur- 
ally be very slow. I maintain that we 
shall have to lend money for the purpose 


of restoring the agricultural condition of , 


the Transvaal and the Orange River 


Mr. Emmott. 
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Colony. We cannot imagine that these 
countries will be able to do these things 
for themselves. Very soon the gold 
mines will get to work, and, however 
heavily they are taxed, the whole of the 
money will be required for keeping our 
army and police to preserve order in 
those countries. There will be no money 
for restoring agriculture, er for the pur- 
pose of paying the cost of the war to this 
country. There will be no money for 
objects of this kind. I have sketched 
certain lines because I felt that I must 
say what is in my mind. I may have 
made mistakes here and there, but | 
will venture to say in conclusion 
that this policy, if it is tried, can do no 
harm, and it may do good ; because if it 
is tried and obtains any measure of 
success—or if it obtains no measure of 
success—we should, I think, have done 
something to conciliate the feeling of our 
fellow - colonists in Cape Colony and 
Natal, many of whom are loyal to us, and 
who yet must sympathise by blood and 
tradition with the Boers. I am sorry 
that I have detained the House at a 
much greater length that I had intended, 
but I have now done. I simply make 
one appeal in conclusion. We stand on 
the threshold of a new century. Behind 
us lies a great and glorious past, and 
before us he new hopes, new duties, and 
new activities. And what is the most 
splendid achievement of the century 
which is just drawing to its close? It is 
not the triumphs we have won from time 
to time on the field of battle ; it is not 
even the victories we have won in the 
peaceful paths of commerce. I believe 
that the noblest achievement of this cen- 
tury will, in the opinion of future his- 
torians, be that we have learned for the 
first time how to bind our colonies to us 
by bonds of affection, and how to make 
our colonists loyal, happy, and contented 
citizens of a great Empire. That result 
has been achieved in two ways. It has 
been achieved, in the first place, because 
they have enjoyed an autonomy more 
complete vhan has ever been granted to 
colonists before ; and in the second place, 
because our statesmen have had the 
wisdom, in times of crisis, to adopt a 
wise, a bold, and a generous policy. I 
believe a crisis exists in South Africa at 
the present time which calls for such a 
policy as this, and because I believe that 
I do most earnestly and _respectfuliy 
urge upon the House and upon the 
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Government the Amendment which 


stands in my name. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): 1 would much sooner not be 
seconding this Amendment, firstly, be- 
cause of my consciousness of my own 
personal inadequacy to do so; and 
secondly, because I, in common with a 
very large number of Members on this 
side of the House, think that this ques- 
tion of a settlement is a national and not 
aparty one. I am, if I may be allowed 
to say so, one of the Members on this 
side of the House who have silently and 
steadily supported the policy of the 
nation, and approved, in all the most 
vital respects, of the action which the 
Government has taken. Just because of 
that, I think we, beyond all others, feel a 
greater obligation upon ourselves to pro- 
test against what we believe to be the 
possible prolongation of the war and the 
retarding of a settlement, not so much by | 
the ill-action of the Government at the 
present time, but because of its over- 
expectation of some happy development | 
in South Africa; and because, as we 
think, of its unjustifiable reliance upon 
military methods alone. What is the 
situation ? The Leader of the Opposition 
yesterday challenged the Government to | 
declare its policy in South Africa openly. 
We had an eloquent, and what we all 
recognise to be a well-meaning answer 
from the First Lord of the Treasury, but | 
it was a vague answer. It was merely a 
repetition of good intentions, which we | 
all have. He was challenged, in par- | 
ticular, with regard to the destruction of 
property in South Africa, which, in the 
opinion of many of us, is more than 
anything else endangering the prospects 
of an ultimate peaceful settlement. It is 
not by the delimitation of the territories 
or the letter of constitutions that the 
settlement is going to be made, but | 
success depends much more upon the 
spirit than the particular forms in which 
the Government undertakes that settle- 
ment. It is for this reason that some of 
us have, for weeks past, been pressing to 
get information with regard to the destruc- 
ion of property in South Africa. Have 
we not a right to be anxious? We are 
not painting out of our own imaginations 
amiserable picture of South Africa. Half 
the evidence at least which comes from 
South Africa—I am not going to say | 
whether it is right or wrong—tends to | 


| 





/only correct 
| military 


BER 1900} the Queen’s Speech. 244 
prove that in the Orange Free State and 
in the Transvaal at least half the farms 
are already in ashes. I do not say that 
this is so. There have been letters in 
Conservative and Liberal papers, letters 
by pro-Boers and by people who have 
supported the Government throughout, 
which definitely say that at least half the 
farms in South Africa in those two 
colonies are now level with the ground. 
Are we not reasonable, then, in discussing 
what prospect this holds out of a settle- 
ment in South Africa if this grim sup- 
position is true,—that not merely a 
few farms on each side of the railway 
have been burned, but that whole dis- 
tricts have been desolated? I do not 


‘wish to discuss the question in the least 


this afternoon from the point of view of 
the international morality of it ; Ido not 


‘wish to discuss it even from the point of 
‘view of the eflicacy of the military 
'methods which have obtained up to this 


be that it is not 
according to American 
handbooks, but also even 
agreement enterecl 
Conference. It 


time. It may 


according to the 
into at the Hague 


/may be so, but supposing the burning 
and destruction of these 


farms is in 
accordance with all international under- 
standing in regard to war; suppos- 


ing, even, it has really been successful in 
‘reducing the commandoes under Botha 
‘and De Wet, which none of us believe, 


how can we be blind to the spirit which 
it is creating in South Africa, and which 
will breathe after this war is over? Men 
can fight, and over the bodies of their 
fallen comrades opponents will be able to 


‘shake hands; but we are going to ask 


thousands of Boers when this war is over 
unless the Government adopt some 
other policy—to go back to farms where 


‘there is no grain, no cattle, no farm 


houses—men who will have no capital 
wherewith to begin the world again, 


‘and with nothing but bitter memories of 
'the war, and of what they will think the 


injustice—I do not say it is injustice— 
meted out to their wives and children 
after they had been driven away to St. 
Helena or Ceylon. How can these men 
settle down as good citizens? The thing 
is impossible. I cannot believe it for my 
part. The most important thing that we 
require of the Government is that the 
Government should ‘say what they are 
going to do, not merely out of pity for 
these people—we all have learned to 
Seeond Duy, 
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harden our hearts; not out of pity for|and said it was the intention of the 
the women and children—that is not the | Government to give free colonial in- 


proposition, but in the interest of the | stitutions to 


the Boers as_ soon 


political and economic future of South | as possible, and as soon as ever the war is 


Africa. 
their picture is of South Africa, unless 
they are going in some way or other to 
replace these people on their farms, 
except in cases, as my hon. friend 
where 


said, there is some _ reason 
for burning them down, owing 
to immediate treacherous action 


during the war. 
bound to give us some notion of the 
policy which they are going to adopt in 
regard to these people, who cannot other- 
wise be good citizens of our Empire ; for 


‘rather discomforting, 


after all they are our fellow-citizens. If | 


it was a question of devastating an 
enemy’s country, we might leave them to 


mend the thing after the war is over; | 


but the Boers are going to be citizens of 
South Africa, and you will have to keep 
them. There is the doleful prospect of 
their raiding the country in guerilla bands, 
or you will have to build prisons or work- 
houses for them, unless you have a definite 
economic policy of placing them somehow 
on the land, whether British or Boer. 
Now I pass from that question, and wish 
to say a few words about the general 
wttitude of the Government. | think we 
were able to understand, from the debate 
of yesterday, that the general policy or 
attitude of the Government is that until 
these unreasonable people unconditionally 
surrender, you will not declare the details 
of your policy showing them what really 
you are going to do with South Africa. 
Now I suppose we are all agreed upon 
two main facts—that this country has got 
to pursue a double policy—a policy of 
strength, and, side by side with it, a policy 
of conciliation. There are none of us who 
will consent again toa condition of things 
under which it would be possible for war 


‘that is not everything. 


Let the Government tell us what | at an end. 


The Government is | 


We have had this vague and 
general statement from the very begin- 
ning of the war, though it is true that 
these have ceased to be rather less 
emphatic recently. If you read the 
speeches during the General Election 
of the chief leaders in the Ministry, you 
will find there is not much allusion to that 
particular part of the settlement involved 
in granting free institutions ; and it is 
in spite of the 
speech made by the Leader of the House, 
to find that the Leader of the other 
House could suggest that it would be 
generations before free institutions could 
be granted to the Boers. But even if 
the declaration of Ministers in England 
were everything that could be desired, 
The Boers, as 
someone has said already, do not read 
the daily papers every day. What you 


/want to do is to impress this policy, 


| country. 


between the Dutch and the English to | 


break out in South Africa again if we can 
help it. As] understand it, we are going 
to be the police of South Africa, and 
the British Empire will see to it that 
Dutch and English will never again fight. 
But it is not only force that is wanted— 
none of us can believe it is only force —and 
this motion I am seconding is directed in 
the main to this proposition : that in spite 
of the fact that the Government give lip 
service to conciliation, our action shows 
nothing except force. The First Lord 
of the Treasury spoke last night 


Mr. Trevelyan, 


which we firmly believe the Government 
wish to carry out, on the Boers, and show 
them that we mean it as well as that 
we intend finally to annex the Republics 
tothe Empire. I want to consider two 
indications which the Government have 
given in regard to this question. The 
Government have had opportunities of 
putting their policy before the Boers in 
a very distinct way. We all of us 
remember the exchange of telegrams 
between President Kruger and the Mar- 
quess of Salisbury on the 5th and 11th 
March. We remember the calamitously 
unconciliatory telegram which President 
Kruger sent. By the silence of the 
House of Commons, we all agreed that 
the answer that Lord Salisbury sent was 
in the main agreeable to the ideas of the 
But there were many of us 
who regretted on that occasion, when it 
did become necessary for this country to 
say definitely that we were going to adopt 
a policy of annexation, that we did not 
couple that declaration with some further 
enunciation of our policy ; that we did 
not as well hold out a _ hope of 
something more being granted them 
within the Empire. The Government, 
however, simply sent an abrupt 
telegram that we were not prepared to 
assent to independence. The Govern- 
ment might have declared their policy 


more fully ; without begging or bargain- 
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ing with the Boers they might have 
offered terms upon which they could have 
surrendered then. My belief is that if 
such an offer had been made, at that time 
or soon after, it is extremely likely the 
Boers would have accepted your condi- 
tions. But there is another feature of 
the Government action during the summer 
which, in my opinion, was even more cal- 
culated to make the Boers uncertain as to 
whether they were really to be given full 
citizenship in the State in which they 
would have to live. At the end of the 
summer the question arose as to the 
punishment of the rebels in Cape Colony. 
Most of us entirely agreed that itis a 
reasonable and effective, not too severe 
punishment which the Cape Parliament 
adopted of disfranchising the rebels for 
a period of five years. But the Home 
Government wrote out to Cape Colony 
to urge that the rebels in that colony 
should be disfranchised for the term of 
their natural life. I do not want to argue 
the question whether that policy was 
wrong or right. It seems to me, per- 
sonally, to be a most unstatesmanlike sug- 
gestion if these people are to be citizens 
tifty years hence of the continent of South 
Africa. But what did the Boers think of 
it? Is it not obvious that the Boers 
would argue: “Ifthe Government say to 
the Cape rebels —‘ You are never again to 
be citizens of a British State, because 
you, in your hot youth, were foolishly 
drawn away by sentiment or by compul- 
sion into rebellion, we are not going to 
give you back free institutions ’—does not 
that go to make it rather unlikely that 
we, the Boers, are going to live under 
free institutions ?” However, all that we 
on this side of the House are asking 
the Government to do by this motion 
is to try the effect of a Proclama- 
tion setting forth the policy they intend 
to pursue with regard to the Boers when 
the war is concluded. On 2nd Septem- 
her the policy was initiated of burning 
down districts in order that peace 
might ensue. It is not much to ask 
that the Government should now initiate 
anew policy, should at any rate give a 
chance to a Proclamation which would 
state the most vital and essential things 
for the settlement of the country. Surely 
it is worth trying, even if some of the 
Government supporters have not confi- 
dence in its success. I only appeal on 
the ground that we may, by our action, 
be allowing the misapprehension to con- 
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tinue on the part of the Boers that what 
we are doing in South Africa is merely 
standing there as distant and irrecon- 
cilable conquerors. We here are all con- 
scious of our own justice, but what do the 
Boers know of that ? We must show them 
what our intentions are, and that our 
Empire is come to South Africa, not as a 
conqueror, but as the great and patient 
arbiter between warring passions and to 
prevent racial feud in that unhappy 
country. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— 

‘** And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that it would conduce to the pacification of 
the conquered territories, and to the future 
good relations of the European races in South 
Africa generally, if measures for securing the 
liberty and property of those now in arms who 
surrender, for the settlement of those terri- 
tories, and for promoting the reconcilement 
and well-being of their inhabitants, were 
announced at the the earliest possible date.” 
—(Mr. Emmott.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The subject with 
which we are now dealing is undoubtedly 
of the greatest and most urgent import- 
ance. I do not think that anything 
could more worthily occupy the attention 
of the House, and for my part I con- 
gratulate the House, and I congratulate 
myself, that for a time, at any rate, we 
have emerged from those strictly party 
and personal controversies in which we 
have hitherto been engaged. Therefore, 
I must say if anything could prove that 
conclusively to the House it would be the 
extremely moderate tone which has been 
taken up by the two hon. Members in the 
able speeches which they have addressed 
to the House. I must ask the indulgence 
| of the House in endeavouring to reply, 
| because I have taken upon myself a duty 
| which I am not entirely qualified to fulfil. 

In dealing with the state of South Africa 
it must be borne in mind that for many 
/ months past the portion of South Africa 
of which we are speaking has been under 

military administration, and that there- 
fore all the reports with regard to adminis- 
_ tration have gone to a different department 
| the War Office. As the House is aware, 
'my right hon. friend Mr. Brodrick is 
| temporarily absent from our debates, and 


Second Duy. 
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it is impossible I should adequately fill 
his place, but stil] I will do what I can 
with the information at my disposal, and 
which I have been able to obtain from 
other departments. But before I do so I 
must say one word or two, not at all in 
an unfriendly spirit, about the resolution 
which has just been moved. Why is this , 
resolution moved ? It must be admitted | 
by anyone who looks at it that it is a’ 
colourless sesolution. It expresses a 
platonic desire that certain intentions 
should be announced which both the hon. 
Gentlemen have been good enough readily 
to ascribe to the Government—rightly 
to ascribe to the Government. There is 
nothing in the suggestions which are made | 
in this proposal which we are not perfectly 
prepared to accept in substance. Weare 
to do something that will “conduce to 
the pacification of the conquered terri- 
tories and to the future good relations of 
the European races in South Africa | 
generally”; and in order to do 
that we are to announce “measures 
for securing the liberty and property 
of those now in arms who sur- 
render, for the settlement of those 
territories, and for promoting the recon- 
cilement and well-being of their inhabi- 
tants.” Well, Sir, we have announced all 
those intentions. We have announced in 
general terms measures—it may be taken 
that the Government have announced 
them in the proclamations which have 
been issued by Lord Roberts—we have 
announced them in statements made to 
the country by responsible Ministers, we 
announced them last night in the speech 
of my right hon. friend the First Lord of 
the Treasury, and I hope I may be able, 
as especially concerned in this matter, to 
add somewhat to the fulness of these 
announcements. But I cannot alter in the 
slightest degree their spirit, which, as | 
say, is substantially the spirit of the 
Amendment now before us. Now, speak- | 
ing as I do, at the very commencement of 
the debate, I am obliged to anticipate-—I 
am obliged to ask myself, will the future 
of this debate be conducted on exactly 
the same lines as those upon which the | 
two hon. Gentlemen who have just 
addressed us have proceeded? If so, I) 
would go on at once to reply to the 
questions which they have addressed to 
me ; but it is within the knowledge of the | 
House that there are still, as there were | 


in the last Parliament, three different ! 
sections of opinion in the Opposition. ; these later views the Government do not 


Mr. 


J. Chamberlain. 
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! to those colonies. 
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There is the opinion, for instance, 
of those who hold that the war was 
unjust, and that now the only remedy 
for the evils which we all deplore is the 
restoration of independence to those two 
colonies. I agree with the hon. Member 
for Oldham that that party is less 
numerous in the House now than it was 
before, and that it is probably still less 
numerous \in the country in proportion 
than it is in this House. 


*Mr, KMMOTT: 1 hope I was not 


comparative. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No; Iam 
not quoting the hon. Member, but what 
I mean to say is that I agree with him 
that it is‘only a small fraction, in the 
country at any rate, who would consider 
for a moment a proposal to restore inde- 
pendence to those colonies, and under 
those circumstances I think it would be 
a waste altogether of words to deal with 
that side of the question. But then there 
is another section which certainly takes a 
somewhat stronger view of the situation 
than the two hon. Members to whom I 
am replying. Their view is, as [ under- 
stand their declaration, that annexation 
must now take place, must be considered 
an accomplished fact, and can never be re- 
versed, but that we ought immediately to 
establish self-government on the lines of 
theself-governing colonies inthe Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony. If they 
do not go quite as far as that—-and I do 
not want to put it in an exaggerated 
way—they go as far as the hon. Member 
who has another Amendment on the 
Paper, and who says that— 

‘“‘ The time should be more clearly indicated 
when there will be extended to these popula- 


tions the principles of self-government pre- 
vailing in the other South African colonies” 


that is to say that we are to be called 
upon now, at this moment, to declare at 
what time, or approximately, we consider 
that full self-government can be accorded 
And there was a trace 
of that in the concluding words of the 
hon. Member for the Elland Division, 
because he suggested that it would have a 
good effect upon the Boers at the present 
time if we were able now, or if we had 
earlier been able, to meet President 
Kruger’s demand for independence by 
offering in return the grant of local self- 
government. Well, now, of course with 
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agree. We really think that it is im- 
possible that reasonable men should ask 
us to fix any time to-day when full self- 
government can be granted. But we are 


prepared to lay down three definite | 


objects as the main and principal objects 


of the Government, and they must be) 
carried out successively ; one stage must | 


be concluded before we can possibly 


commence the second stage, and so on, 


with the third. Well, in the first place we 
want to put an end to this guerilla war- 
fare. The guerilla warfare which is 
going on is of the most unsatisfactory 
and most unprofitable kind. 
can gain by it. Lives are being lost, the 
country is being ruined, the future of 
the country is being damaged. I am 
prepared to admit that we are face to 
face with the possibility of something 
like a famine in consequence of the destruc- 
tion caused— 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Hear, | 


hear. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In con- 
sequence of the destruction caused, not 
merely by the military operations on our 
part, but also—and I think myself much 
more so—by the operations of the Boers 
themselves. We have seen in a great 
number of cases that Boers, returning 
to the country in which men have gone 
back to their farms, having given their 
parole not to take arms again against us, 
have treated their own countrymen with 


what I cannot call anything less than | 


barbarous cruelty, have beaten them, 
have insulted them, have forced them 
back into their own ranks, and have 
robbed them of their property and des- 
troyed their farms ; and although I am 
not able to give any positive statistics to 
the House at the present time, it would 
not surprise me in the least to find when 
we come to sum up the results of this 
policy that the Boers have destroyed and 
burnt more farms than the English. That 
is a most disastrous and distressing state 
of affairs. These guerilla bands are of 
different kinds. I think the numbers 
have been very frequently exaggerated, 
and I would advise the House not to take 
for granted what is said in casual tele- 
grams that such-and-such a leader has 
so many thousand troops under him. 
There is no doubt they differ in their 
character. 
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| such distinction, such known courage 
| and character, as General De Wet, Gene- 
‘ral Botha, General Delarey, and General 
Viljoen. There may be others, but I 
name these, for their men may prac- 
| tically be called at the present moment 
organised bands under considerable 
leaders. Unfortunately, the warfare 
which these bands are carrying on may, 
in a certain sense at any rate, still be 
called legitimate warfare. But there is 
warfare of a totally different kind. 
There are large numbers of mercenaries, 
chiefly foreigners, and a certain number 
of Cape rebels, who are in very small 
bands, going about the country picking 

off a Britisher whenever they can snipe 

him in safety, either from behind 

a farm or behind a_ stone, or as 

often as not plundering the people 

and natives of the country. That is the 
i state of things deplored by the hon. 
/Gentleman who moved the resolution, 
and which we deplore as much as he 
does. The question, then, is—How are 
we going to deal with it? The hon. 
Member makes some suggestions. He 
spoke, in the first place, of severe 
treatment. He was most moderate 
in his statement of the case. He said 
the mildest measures had bee: adop*ed 
in the first instance. He admitted that 
those mild measures had been insufficient 
—that they had not produced the result 
'expected of them—-and then he said 

severer measures had been adopted. He 
did not say they were unnecessary, but 
he asked that we should say whether they, 
in our opinion, were successful, and 
whether the time had come when they 
could be moderated. What were those 
severer measures? He spoke of the 
taking of cattle. Let me say that, ac- 
cording to the proclamation of Lord 
Roberts, whose humanity is proverbial, 
and who therefore could not under any 
circumstances be accused of unnecessary 
| cruelty, cattle are always to be paid for 
‘by the troops, or a receipt given, which 
|is as good as payment, except in those 
‘cases in which the owner of the cattle has 

been guilty of acts of war or of outrages 

which are punishable by all civilised 

nations who are at war. Therefore the 

taking of cattle does not mean necessarily 

that the owner of the cattle is placed in 
a position of impossibility of continuing 


| his occupation. If he has not got the 
There are bands of con-, cattle he has got the money for them, 


siderable numbers and led by leaders * except in the cases in which destruction 
Second Day. 
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has taken piace as a punitive measure. 
Never in the history of war has war been 
carried out with so much humanity on 
the part of the officers and of the soldiers 
concerned as in the present war. The 


hon. Member also spoke of the deporta- | 
That sounds like some- | 
thing serious, but I believe it will be | 


tion of women. 


found that it is only for their own protec- 
tion, and as such I defend it. 


garrison every bit of it, when our troops 
are removed, if women and children are 
left alone they remain there in some 


danger—in danger from those marauding | 


bands of which I have spoken, and also 
from the vast native population. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Why 
send them out of Pretoria ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: And, Sir, 
this native population is answerable, I 
believe, for every case of proved outrage 
either upon women or children. I believe, 
and the last reports we have received 
confirm that belief, that in no case has a 
British soldier been justly accused of such 
an outrage. But such outrages have 
taken place, and in many cases the 
removal of the women has been with a 
view to protecting them. In some cases 
they have been deported from towns. 
[An Hon. Member: From Pretoria.] 
Jndoubtedly they were taken from Pre- 
toria, because at that time, when our 
hold upon Pretoria was not so strong as 
it is now, they were avowedly in many 
cases acting as spies and communicating 
with the enemy, and it was quite impos- 
sible that they should remain in our lines. 
Then I come to what, after all, has been 
the principal, I will not say complaint, 
but the principal point to which the hon. 
Member has called attention, and that is 
the burning of farms. 1 hope the House 
will remember the proclamation of Lord 
Roberts with regard to this matter; he 
has authorised the burning of farms. But 
before I go into that I should like to 
recall to the House the observations of 
the hon. Member for the Elland Division. 
He quoted from an anonymous statement, 
and said that whole districts had been 
devastated, and that half the country had 
been destroyed. 


Mr. TREVELYAN : I said that if the 
evidence coming to this country was 
accepted it suggested that half the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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If we are | 
unable in this vast country to occupy and | 
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country had been devastated. I think it 
is rather for the Government to tell us 
what has happened. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
complaining of the hon. Gentleman. His 
observation, then, was that if the evidence 
coming to this country, which I regard 
|as absolutely worthless, is true, it sug- 
gests to the hon. Gentleman’s mind that 
half the country has been devastated. 
T cannot at this moment give to the 
House exact information as to the 
number of farmhouses that have been 
destroyed, but we have telegraphed for it, 
and Lord Kitchener informs us that, 
though very difficult, he thinks it may 
be possible for him to give some statistical 
information upon the subject. I cannot 
contradict this anonymous — informa- 
tion. I can only say that I shall 
be very much surprised if it does not 
turn out to be most grossly exaggerated. 
I think I ought to make one other observa- 
tion on that point, not in mitigation of 
any judgment passed upon the policy of 
burning farmhouses, but in order to show 
the House that the matter is not quite so 
important from an economic standpoint 
as hon. Members think. A farmhouse in 
the Transvaal is little better than, if so 
good as, a labourer’s cottage in this 
country, and accordingly the pecuniary 
damage done is really not so very 
great. Of course that does not justify 
the burning—the mere fact that the 
loss is small—but it does render me 
less pessimistic about the consequences 
than the hon. Member appears to be. 
Then I come back, and I say the House 

will bear in mind that Lord Roberts’s pro- 
clamation was to the effect that, in the 
first instance, general officers were 
authorised to burn down farmhouses as 
a punishment in cases in which they were 
used as fortified places, or places for the 
concealment of arms, or in which the 
white flag had been improperly used, or 
where they had been the scenes of gross 
treachery and of acts contrary to the laws 
of war. As a matter of right and morality, 
the Government are prepared to sustain 
Lord Roberts absolutely. The question 
of policy is always one that may, in my 
, opinion, be open to consideration—that is 
to say, a better punishment might be 
‘found. The punishments by the laws of 
| war include death, and it may be argued 
that a personal punishment, even of the 
,most. severe character, would be more 
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likely to prevent the acts of which we | practically ceased. Therefore, it is 
complain than the burning down of a | open to the General now in command to 
farmhouse. But as to the moral right to | reconsider his position and substitute 
punish men guilty of these offences we | other punishments, if he thinks it right 
have not the slightest doubt. Then, | todoso. The hon. Member who moved 
Lord Roberts was placed in the most | the resolution said, I think, that for his 
difficult position which a general could | part he was content to leave the matter 
possibly occupy. He had his base 1,500 | in the hands of the military authorities, 
miles away at least from his front, | and it is perfectly clear that the Govern- 
through a most difficult country, and he , ment is bound to leave this large discre- 
was served only by a single line of rail-| tion in their hands. But the House may 
way, and any catastrophe to the railway | rest assured that both the Government 
might have meant a catastrophe to and all the generals in the field, including 
the whole Army. Now, Sir, it is all Lord Kitchener, the Commander-in-Chief, 
very well to talk of humanity, but are of opinion that this particular punish- 
humanity must first take into account | ment should be used as sparingly as pos- 
our own people, and it was of the first sible. They regret that there should 
importance, it was the clear duty of Lord ever have been occasion for employing it, 
toberts, to take any steps in his power to and they hope that to whatever extent 
prevent the cutting of the line and the | it may have been employed in the past— 
danger which would thereby accrue to and they believe the extent has been 
his force, and he accordingly issued a very much exaggerated—in the future it 
proclamation that in the case of the will be employed still less than in the 
destruction of the line persons in the! past. The hon. Member complained or 
vicinity would be held responsible, and | suggested—he made suggestions in the 
that farmhouses in the vicinity might be | most moderate way, and therefore I 
destroyed. We understood this pro- should like to reply to them—that in the 
clamation to mean that he would require proclamation issued to the Boers in arms 
evidence of some complicity on the part the leaders have been excepted from the 
of the persons whose farmhouses were | amnesty. That is only partially true, but 
destroyed. ‘it is not a complete statement, because 

the hon. Member will see that in Lord 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: There were no Roberts’s proclamation—— 
such words in the proclamation. 
Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, F.): Of 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not what date ‘ 

saving that the words are exactly to that 
effect. I am saying what we understood,, Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is 28th 
and we inquired the other day, when the September. I think that is his last pro- 
matter assumed greater importance, elamation. 
whether the construction we placed upon | 
the proclamation was true, and we havea} Mr. ASQUITH: No; the last was 3rd 
reply from Lord Kitchener, who has now | October. 
taken the place of Lord Roberts, that we 
are perfectly right in that assumption., Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I may be 
Now, therefore, we are reduced to the | wrong, because I am dealing with matters 
question whether it is necessary in any | which are really War Office matters ; but 
way to alter the practice of our generals | 1 am doing the best I can for the House. 
with regard to the burning of farmhouses | The proclamation I am going to quote is 
in these definite cases—cases of people | “Government Notice 115, 1900.” It is 
guilty of acts against the usages of war, | dated the 28th September, and the notice 
or guilty of treachery, or involved in the | says :— 
destruction of the line of communication. | a ee Ee ee 
Let me say that since the proclamation | cian officers commanding ive nad aake 
was ordered no doubt the situation has to | powered to promise that burghers who sur- 
a4 certain extent changed, because the | render voluntarily will not be sent out of 


position of the British forces is certainly | South Africa provided they have been guilty 


E ‘ ° SR . . | of no acts other than fighting against us, This 
much stronger than it was at that time ; | concession does not apply to those who have 


that is to say, although there is still all this | taken a prominent military or political part in 
skirmishing going on, regular warfare has | the war, nor to those who have broken their 
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oath of neutrality, nor to foreigners. In the 
event of a military or political leader en- 
quiring as to the terms of surrender, the 
question is to be referred direct to the Army 
headquarters.” 


Smr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
that is to be distributed to hon. 
bers 4 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I cannot 
say. I can see no objection. In the 
meantime if any Member desires to see 
it, it is at his disposal. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Has it 
heen delivered to the Boers ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Really, I 
am endeavouring to explain this matter 
with great fulness to the House, but 
right hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen 
delay one by interruptions. What I 
want to point out is that I do not under- 
stand from this that it is right to say 
that leaders are excluded from amnesty. 
The only point with regard to political 


and military leaders is that they must 


enquire beforehand of the terms to be 
granted to them. They 


terms offered to the other burghers. For 
that there is evident and sufficient reason, 
because the cases of important 
amongst these leaders are very different, 
and there may be cases in which it w ould 
not be safe or desirable that they should 
remain in the country; while, on the 
other hand, there are other cases 
in which every possible liberty would 
be gladly extended to them. Then 
the hon. Member 
that he thought it would be well if we 
gave an intimation to the Boers in which 
we should promise them compensation for 
farms destroyed for military purposes, 
and that we should tell the prisoners who 
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are not neces- | 
sarily and automatically included in the 


men | 


went on to Say | 
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damage done to property in the Transvaal 
‘and in the Orange River Colony 
belonging to British subjects. The 
view taken is that when a man 
goes from his own country to a strange 
country, and there suffers damage from 
acts of war, he is not entitled to 
go to his own country and demand 
compensation. Well, it is perfectly clear 
that if we repudiate compensation to 
British subjects and others 
--whose property may have been des- 
troyed or damaged during the war, either 
by the Boers or by our military opera- 
tions, we cannot offer it to those who 
have been in arms against us, ‘Then the 
hon. Gentleman went on to say that we 
ought to give money for restoring the 
condition of the country. As I under. 
stood, he has in view only one form of 
‘spending the money. I do not know 
whether he suggests that this money is 
to come out of the pockets of the British 
| taxpayer, but if so the proposal is that 
‘we are to vote a very considerable sum 
of money for setting up again in business 
everybody who complains that he has 
been injured in the course of the war, 
even although the injury is entirely due 
to his own action, or the action of those 
who represent him. I must say I think 
that is a very strong proposal, and I ven- 
ture to think that, no matter what the 
Colonial Secretary might do, there is no 
chance whatever that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would listen to it for a 
moment. My answer to the next sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member may, per- 
haps, be more satisfactory to him. He 
says—“ When you come to a full and 





peaceful possession of the country 
you will find yourselves face to face 
| with an economic crisis.” I do not 


know—I hope he is_ pessimistic in 
that view; but if we do, undoubtedly 
it must be the duty of the Government of 
| those colonies to deal with it, and they 


are now abroad that similar compensation | must deal with it out of the funds of the 


would be made to them for any damage 
which was done to their property during 
their absence. I do not think the hon. 

Member can quite have appreciated what ' 
would be the result of such a statement 
as that. To begin with, we should be 
giving to the Boers who have been in | 
arms “against us a great deal more than 
we are giving to any of our own subjects. 
Up to the present time the Government 
has not undertaken, has, indeed, repu- | 
diated, any liability whatever for any | 


Mr, J. Chamberlain, 


colonies, not out of the pockets of the 
British taxpayer. Whenever a civil ad- 
ministration is established in South Africa 
no doubt the financial and fiscal part of 
its labours will be amongst its most im- 
portant work. [Opposition cheers.] The 
hon. Gentleman cheers. What does he 
mean ? He is one of those who have said, 


‘and probably truly, that there is great 


wealth in the Transvaal. But, if there 
is great wealth in the Transvaal, then 
there is a great source of taxation. I am 
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entirely with the right hon. Gentleman 
there. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: And _ 


Jam entirely with you. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Then, if 
there is a great source of taxation, might 
not the country in a short time be able 
to pay its way even though it may have 
to do something to meet the economic 
crisis which the hon. Gentleman refers to? 


Now, Sir, I think I have dealt with the. 


suggestions of the hon. Member, and also 


generally with the military administration | 


so far as it has been in any way called in 
question. But I now come to what I 
call the second object of the Government. 
The hon. Member for the Elland Division 
has complained that the Government 
rely too much on military force, and that 
we show nothing but force to the Boers. 
I do not think that is the case, but, at all 


events, I claim him as a supporter when I | 


say that our first object should be to get 
rid of the military administration. If so, 
I think he is a little at variance with his 
leader, because there has long been a 
point of contention between the right hon. 


Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition | 


and myself, both in this Honse and in the 
country, in regard to a certain state- 
ment of his that there should be 
a military administration and then self- 
government. I hold that that would he 
entirely an impossible position, and it is 
not to that that the Government are 
going to pledge themselves. 
there must be an intermediate state of 


things, and for the sake of giving it a/ 
name we call it Crown colony govern- | 


ment, but everybody knows, who knows 
anything of the administration of our 
colonies, that there are the most different 
kinds of Crown colony government, and, 
therefore, a little further explanation 


may properly be required before the | 


House will understand what we mean by 
Crown colony government. Our view is 
that there must be three stages—the 
pacification, | will not say the absolute 
and complete pacification, but a much 
greater pacification of the country than 


has yet taken place; then must come | 
Crown colony government, which really | 


means civil as opposed to military admini- 
stration; and only after that has been 
tried can self-government be adopted. 
As regards the military administration, we 
are prepared to make all allowances for the 
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difficulties under which thesecountries have 
been governed by the officers who have been 
appointed to these posts, but what we do 
say is—-and it is no criticism, it is no 
-aspersion upon military men, whose 
| business is to make war and not to govern 
|—that they are not by the necessity of 
their occupation as well qualified for civil 
_government as persons who have devoted 
their whole lives to it. There are many 
‘instances in which you find that military 
‘men make most admirable civil servants. 
Sir Henry Norman, one of the most dis- 
tinguished of our civil servants, was a 
military man, and many others may be 
‘in the minds of all present. Butas a rule 
military men are not fitted for this work, 
and while we are grateful to them for 
what they have done, we want to sub- 
stitute for them as quickly as possible a 
civil administration, Sir, I am afraid 
almost to say anything about the time at 
which this can be accomplished, because 
of the difficulty of the position with 
which the whole House is familiar. It is 
not well to prophesy in such circum- 
stances, but perhaps it will be sufficient if 
I say that [ hope—it is not a propheey— 
that before the House meets again 
something in the nature of a_ civil 
administration may have been estab- 
‘lished both in the colony of the Trans- 
vaal and in the Orange River Colony. 
As to the general lines of that administra- 
tion there is no secret, and the Govern- 
ment are prepared to give all the 
information in their power. The matter, 
I should say, is still the subject of con- 
stant telegram and despatch proceeding 
between South Africa and this country— 
between Sir Alfred Milner and the 
Government—and, of course, there are a 
great number of details which can only 
be settled after the framework has been 
created. But it is our intention to 
recommend Her Majesty to appoint Sir 
Alfred Milner as Governor of the two 
colonies—of the Transvaal and of the 
Orange River Colony. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): You will 
lose South Africa. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : We propose 
to appoint a Lieutenant-Governor for the 
| Orange River Colony. We propose that 
| both the Governor and the Lieutenant- 
'Governor shall have the assistance of 
{an executive council, which will consist, 
| at all events, of the principal officers of 
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the Government. We do not propose 
that the constitution of the Orange River 
Colony should necessarily be the same as 
the constitution of the Transvaal Colony, 
either at starting or in the immediate 
future. It will be dealt with upon its 
own merits, dealt with separately, and 
we think it possible, from the cireum- 
stance with which everyone is familiar, 
that an earlier beginning to greater 
political liberty may be made in the 
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they were. I am not alluding to the 
Transvaal without the qualification that 
there, of course, we shall have to make 
very great alterations in connection with 
the complaints which were the original 
cause of the war. In further pursuance 
of this policy, we lay it down as our duty, 
we admit it to be our duty, wherever we 
can with safety to the States, and with 
proper consideration to the real interests 
of the population, to appoint natives to 





Orange River Colony than in the Trans- | all the posts in the Administration. 
vaal. That is due to the faet that the | 
Government of the Orange River Colony | *Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
previous to the war was by common con- | Burghs) : You don’t mean natives ? 
sent a very good Government, and, conse- 
quently, speaking generally, of course, and| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I mean, of 
not of individuals, we shall find there , course, Afrikanders. I forgot the mean- 
probably the means to creating a satis- ing to be attached to the word. I mean 
factory administration more quickly than | that the existing white population there 
we cando in the case of the Transvaal | shall be as far as possible the store on 
Colony. To one point we attach the| which we shall draw for our local ad- 
utmost importance, and that is an early, | ministration. Under these circumstances 
I would almost call it an immediate— | I believe we can promise that there shall 
although there, again, discretion must be | be throughout South Africa equal laws, 
left to those who are on the spot—-creation | equal liberty—not, indeed,’ political inde- 
of municipalities. We propose that there | pendence. In the first instance, that 
should be a municipal government for| must be more restricted in these two 
Pretoria, for Bloemfontein, and for) colonies than it is in the colonies of the 
Johannesburg, and probably for some | Cape and Natal, but a liberty and consti 
other centre, and to these we hope to be | tution, leading ultimately to self-govern- 
able to delegate all the powers usually | ment, which we all desire to see estab- 
delegated to local authorities. Beyord| lished as soon as_ possible. Hon. 
that it is impossible for me to say any-| Gentlemen have, I think, recently sug- 
thing at the present momenc so far as | gested that these intentions of ours, both 
detail is concerned. | with regard to the immediate pacification 
| of the country and the terms that might 
Sim E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- | be offered to those now in the field 
field, Ecclesall): Who will be the High | against us, and also with regard to the 
Commissioner ? | future character of the government of the 
country, should be promulgated amongst 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir Alfred | the Boers. I entirely agree. I believe 
Milner will hold the office of High Com- | that has been done. I might almost say 
missioner in addition to the office of | I am afraid it has been done, because, if 
Governor of these colonies, Iam sorry it has been, it leaves us no oppor- 
I did not make that clear. That is all; tunity of doing more. The House 
that I can say, and I think it is all that ; will remember that Lord Roberts allowed 
the House can fairly expect from the | various people to go up to see General 
Government in these circumstances. But! Botha and General De Wet and acquaint 
I want to assure both sides of the House | them with the terms he meant to propose. 
that the principle on which we shall act| On one occasion Mrs. Botha, who, I 
in connection with this administration | believe, is enjoying British hospitality at 
is the necessity—the desirability, of| Pretoria) and who then enjoyed the 
course, but the necessity—of consulting | hospitality of Lord Roberts, was_ the 
local opinion as far as that is possible, of | channel of communication; and at 
disturbing as little as possible anything | another time Mme. Joubert and a gentle- 
in the nature of local custom, local law, or | man of Boer origin who was supposed to 
local practice. So far as we can we shall have influence with these leaders. If we 
be guided by a desire to leave things, in | can do anything more in this direction 
the Orange River Colony especially, as| we are willing to do it; and I confess 
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that, for my part, I am not satisfied not friends discharged their duty, and I 
to try. Therefore I may inform the | think it only fair on our part to acknow- 
House that I have already communicated | ledge that the level of argument in the 
with Sir Alfred Milner suggesting a non-contentious atmosphere was success- 
form of proclamation and asking for | fully maintained by the right hon. Gentle- 


his opinion about it, and suggesting | 
also that this proclamation should be 
printed, not only in English and Dutch, as 
previous proclamations have been, but in 
Taal, the patois language which is the 
only one many Boers understand. I have 
asked also for suggestions as to the 
people who would be likely to have the | 
most reasonable influence with the Boer | 
leaders. I assure the House, on the part 
of the Government, that nothing will be- 
wanting on our part. We entertain 
absolutely no vindictive feelings whatever 
towards the men who have been in arms 
against us. We recognise, so far as the | 
great majority of them are concerned, that 

they have carried on this war with great | 
distinction, so far as personal gallantry is | 
concerned, and also that they have shown | 
the greatest consideration for the 
wounded and prisoners who have fallen | 
into their hands. There have been 

exceptions. I do not want to dwell. 
upon them, but, speaking of the great | 
mass, we do not at all complain of | 


man. He has asked why this Amend- 


| ment was moved. But I think if he will 


compare the declarations to which we 


have just listened with the speech, [ 


will not say made in another place, but 
with the speech of the First Lord of the 


‘Treasury, we shall find the most 


ample justification for the proposal of 
this Amendment. The House, when it 


' rose last night, was in a state of absolute 


darkness as to the intentions of the 
Government with regard to the future of 
South Africa. Thanks to the Amend- 
ment the curtain has been lifted, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has given us in the 
latter part of his speech this evening a 
very lucid sketch of the future settlement, 
of which I will only at this moment say 
this, without committing ourselves—as 


/ we ought not to do at a moment’s notice 


—to its details, that it does seem to afford 
a modus vivendi in these conquered terri- 
tories, which may be the precursor of that 
fuller, larger, and more complete measure 
of self-government to which the Govern- 





the way in which they have carried | ment and every party in the State is 
on this war. They are brave foes, and pledged. The right hon. Gentleman has 
they should be treated as brave foes ; and , travelled over a great deal of ground. The 
it is in that spirit that we shall approach | point to which I wish mainly to confine 
them. I hope I have given the fullest | myself is rather the immediate situation, 
explanation in my power of the intentions | than the ultimate future. The right 
of the Government. I should myself be| hon. Gentleman has asked what more 
sorry to see a division taken on the; could we do than we have done to make 
Amendment before the House. I see no; known our intentions to the Boers? and 
difference between us so far as intention | referred to Lord Roberts’s proclamations, 
is concerned, and I should be sorry if |} I believe that from first to last Lord 
there should be any appearance of differ- | Roberts has issued six or eight proclama- 
ence of. opinion with regard to such an’ tions, but they have never been presented 
important matter. I do not urge that|to Parliament. The right hon. Gentle 
view with any party object, because it is| man has read to us an extract from a 
clear under existing circumstances the | paper which has apparently been prepared 
division would not be a favourable one for | in one of the Departments of the Govern- 
the other side. But on general grounds | ment. I can only express the hope that the 
of policy I hope the suggestion may com- | Boers are more familiar with these docu- 
mend itself to them. They have elicited, | ments than the British House of Commons. 
if not an entirely satisfactory explanation, | At any rate, surely after what the right 
at all events a perfectly frank and candid | hon. Gentleman has told us to-night it 
one, and they will be prepared to admit | is the first duty of the Government to lay 
that, so far as our desire goes, we are | those proclamations on the Table in order 
willing to meet their view of the case. | that we may have— 
*Mr. ASQUITH: The House, I am, Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will lay 
sure, will share the satisfaction which | them to-night. 
the right hon. Gentleman has expressed, as 
at the beginning of his speech, at the) *Mr. ASQUITH: I am glad to hear 
very moderate tone in which my two hon. ‘ that, because until it is done we are at a 
VOL. LXXXVIIIL. [FourrH Serigs.] N Second Day. 
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great disadvantage in criticising the 
action taken in the past. But let me 
point out how, reasonably and indeed in- 
evitably, the Boers may have miscon- 
ceived some of Lord Roberts’s intentions. 
Take the famous proclamation whereby 
Lord Roberts ordered that when the rail- 
ways and lines of communication were 
- injured all farms within a certain distance 
should be burned. I venture to say that 
99 people out of 100 in this country 
thought that proclamation applied tofarms 
within the prescribed distance whether 
the occupiers of those farms have shown 
any complicity in outrage or not. We are 
told now that that is not the interpreta- 
tion to be put upon the proclamation. 
But is not that the interpretation the 
Boers have put upon it! If it is, may 
not that account to some extent for the 
difficulty with which you are at present 
embarrassed in arriving at a settlement 
of the question? The other point to 
which the right hon. Gentleman referred 
is a still more important one. I mean 
the passage in the proclamation of Lord 
Roberts at the end of September, in 
which he appears to exempt military and 
political leaders from the terms he offers 
to their followers. I have got a summary 
of that proclamation, and it contains 
these words— 

‘« Burghers are informed that as soon as the 
leaders submit, peace will be declared and 
prisoners liberated. Exception will be made 
only in the case of members of the late Govern- 
ment and those directly responsible for the 
war, and its present disastrous prolongation.” 
Read in the ordinary way, that passage 
would exempt from the terms offered by 
Lord Roberts every one of those leaders, 
Botha, De Wet, and the rest, whom the 
right hon. Gentleman recognises to be 
persons of responsibility, exercising com- 
mand over more or less organised forces, 
and through whose good offices and 
mediation alone it is possible to bring 
home to the minds of the ordinary Boer 
follower the intentions of the Govern- 
ment and the opportunity the Govern- 
ment has in store if he will surrender his 
arms. Surely the plainest dictates of 
policy are that, if we are, as I hope we are 
from what the right hon. Gentleman has 
said, going to make a new departure in 
this matter, terms should be offered to 
leaders and followers alike, and every 
inducement offered to the leader to make 
known those terms to his followers and 
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commend them to them. The right hon. 
Gentleman has said this is now a guerilla | 


Mr. Asquith. 
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war. So it is; perhaps one of the most 
extraordinary in history. From a Par- 
liamentary Paper issued this morning we 
find that we have no less than 210,000 
men in the field, and we are said to be 
spending a million and a half sterling per 
week. But what is the condition of 
things which is incident to this guerilla 
war? Your men are being captured by 
hundreds and shot by scores. A British 
convoy cannot move safely for any con- 
siderable distance in either of these con- 
quered colonies. British garrisons are 
being besieged in places which six or 
seven months ago were taken from the 
enemy, and, in fact, you have throughout 
the length and breadth of these two 
newly-incorporated territories a state of 
war in the legal, practical, and popular 
acceptation of the term. Surely the first 
problem the Government have to solve is 
this—what are the means by which, atthe 
earliest possible moment, that condition of 
things can be cured ? for I agree entirely 
with the right hon. Gentleman, and I 
think it is in consonance with the teach- 
ing and experience of history, that there 
is no form of war so exacting and demo- 
ralising to both sets of combatants as this 
guerilla warfare. Look at your soldiers, 
All the pomp and circumstance of war 
have gone. There is nothing left of it, for 
them, but hardships and squalor. Their 
time and strength are taken up, not in 
fighting pitched battles or doing the ordi- 
nary duties of soldiers, but in the un- 
congenial task of burning farms, capturing 
stock, and presiding over the removal of 
non-combatant women and children. Of 
work of this kind soldiers very soon tire, 
and Ido not believe that there is any 
officer in command in South Africa who 
is not anxious, now that it has reached its 
present stage, that it should close. If 
that is the effect upon our own soldiers, 
we may be sure that the present condi- 
tion of things is equally disastrous to men 
fighting on the other side. An illustrious 
general, recently returned from the field, 
in a speech made the other day, said 
there is now hardly anybody left in 
the field against us in South Africa 
but mercenaries and bandits. With all 
deference to him, I venture to doubt 
the accuracy of that description. Cer- 
tainly there are leaders in command of 
forces opposed to us who do not fall 
within either category. But no doubt it 
is perfectly true that, whether they are 
burghers or mercenaries, their condition 
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such that they must live on the country 
nd they will soon be reduced to the 
ecessity of following the role of free- 
pters and marauders all over the 
untry side. So, then, you have two 
eat machines of devastation carrying 
m their work side by side in these 
aritories, and it is easy to fore- 
wt the result before many months 
ve passed as the reduction of the 
hole country to a state of destitution. 
this justifies the proposal we have made 
that Her Majesty’s Government, what- 
ver ultimate settlement is meant, should 
mike immediate suggestion to those still 
the field and to those who are prisoners 
{war, such as may tend to put an end 






ya ghastly and hideous state of things, | 


nd accelerate the conclusion of peace 
shich is the necessary preliminary to an 
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Government ? 


timate settlement. I do not at all agree | 


and I do not follow in that respect 
ny hon. friend who moved the resolution 


“that this is a matter primarily for our | 


rnerals. In the sphere of military 
trategy we respect the general, just as 
n the sphere of technical right we respect 
the opinion of the lawyer, but in this, 
vhich is, I venture to think, a larger and 
vider domain—the domain of policy— 
awyers may well be silent, and it is the 
usiness of the soldier not to give, but to 
ike, orders. I earnestly trust that Her 
lajesty’s Government will look at this 
patter in a larger and wider point of 
iew, and not confine their consideration 
t) strategical, or supposed strategical, 
hecessities or the strict technicalities of 
aternational law. Can anything practical 
edone to shorten the struggle? One 
Wr two suggestions have been made 
onight—and I will only refer 
#) them without supplementing them 
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has been burned. Now surely there is an 
elementary principle of policy and’ 
humanity in the suggestion that they 
should be informed of what is going on, 
and that they should know, what many 
of them do not know, that it is the in- 
tention of the Government to restore to 
them their liberty and property, and that 
they should have means of com- 
municating with their fellow-citizens 
who are still in arms, and _ of 
exercising such influence as they can to 
compose and bring to an end this most 
unhappy state of things. Surely such a 
step is not beyond the resources of the 
There is, and J will ven- 
ture to mention it, as regards these 
prisoners in St. Helena and Ceylon an 
economic question of considerable magni- 
tude and difficulty. Most of these 
prisoners are owners of farms, and a 
large proportion of this property is sub- 
ject to mortgages and charges. The 
farms are idle, the stocks are to a large 
extent destroyed, the owners cannot 
carry on cultivation, and meantime mort- 
gage interest is accumulating, and to an 
extent the farmers will be quite unable 
to pay, and I earnestly submit to the 
consideration of the right hon. Gentle- 
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‘man that unless something effective is 


+-which might have the — effect 
Wedesire. First of all, take the case of : 


the prisoners in Ceylonand at St. Helena. 
| suppose there are there 15,000 burghers 
it either State-—the very backbone of the 
pmmunity. I hope some hon. Members 
fave read, and that those who have not 
rill read, a most interesting account in 
ine of the monthly periodical publications 
tis month, of a visit paid by a most 
}ecomplished lady to the prisoners in St. 
Helena. From that account we find that 


the prisoners are kept in total ignorance 
iiwhat is going on in their own country, 
aud I suspect that the only thing that 
fie through to them from time to time 
8a vague rumour that this or that farm | ment 


N 2 





done there will be a campaign of fore- 
closure, mortgagees will take possession 
of the property, and these men, after 


suffering temporary expatriation as 
prisoners of war, will find them- 
selves permanently banished from 
their homes. I was glad to 
hear the right hon. Gentleman say 


that taxation of the new colonies would 
be resorted to, though I am not sure that 
the announcement will be welcome to 
some sections in the Transvaal ; but, 
whether it be welcome or not, it is un- 
doubtedly a simple principle of justice, 
and whatever funds are necessary for 
these or other purposes, I hope it is well 
understood they will be raised on the 
security of the revenues of the colonies. 
As regards those still in the tield, surely 
it might be possible after what has been 
said to-night—and I cannot but think it 
would be right and proper—to readjust 
the terms of the already numerous, con- 
fused, and conflicting proclamations, so 
that Boer leaders and their followers 
may have placed before them, in 
simple language that each one of 
|them can understand, a definite state- 
that if they surrender their 
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arms, leaders and followers alike, 
they will be entitled at the earliest pos- 
sible opportunity to resume the exercise 
of the rights of freedom and the cultiva- 
tion of the property from which they 
have for the time being been dispossessed. 
I believe action of this kind, involving no 
departure from the principles laid down 
by Her Majesty’s Government, could be 
adopted, and that within a measurable 
distance of time it would bring the war to 
a close, opening the door to that inter- 
mediate state of things the right hon. 
Gentleman sketched to us to-night. As 
I said at the outset, the Amendment has 
been useful in eliciting the statement we 
have heard, and I cannot help thinking 
that the discussion has shown that there 
is really practical unanimity in the House 
as to the lines upon which, in the situa- 
tion in which we find ourselves, we ought 
to proceed. The right hon. Gentleman 
has disclaimed, in eloquent and obviously 
sincere language, any vindictive spirit or 
temper in arriving at the ultimate settle- 
ment. Would it not be possible in that same 
spirit with which he is animated to send 
by the authoritative voice of the British 
House of Commons, combining the judg- 
ment and agreement of both parties in the 
State, a solemn invitation to those still 
in arms to surrender, with a certain 
assurance that if they do so they shall 
not be prejudiced in person or property, 
and that it is the firm and fixed resolve 
of this Parliament, without distinction of 
party, that in the new state of things 
which we hope will be evolved from the 
existing chaos we are going to be true to 
the pledges given in the first instance, and 
throughout expressed, to makethecountry 
now incorporated in the British Empire 


in the truest and fullest sense self-govern- | 


ing and self-respecting communities. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I said just 
now that I would lay the Papers to 
which the right hon. Gentleman referred 
ou the Table to-night. I forgot at the 
moment that the Papers are not in my 
keeping ; they are at the War Office, but 
1 have communicated with the War Office, 
and Iam sure they will be laid before 
the House as soon as possible, though I 
do not know that they will be to-night. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: This war has 
been described as a just war, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 


Fife stated here to-night that there was | 


practical unanimity in all quarters of this 
Mr. A squl ith. 
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House as to the manner and the lines of 
the settlement. He also added that thig 
Amendment would have been justified 
and done its work if only by eliciting the 
statement made by the right hon. Gen. 
tleman the Secretary for the Colonies, 
It, therefore, come to this, so far as J 
can understand it, that the two sections 
of the British parties in this House are 
practically agreed that the Ameidment 
is only a sham Amendment, and that 
there is no reality in the debate so far as 
the Liberal Opposition is concerned, and 
that practically the Liberal Opposition 
have divested themselves of all right of [ 
criticism. I cannot see what is the 
position of an English Member who starts. 
with the proposition that this is a just 
war. If it be a just war what right has 
he to criticise the mode in which it is 
being conducted by his own country? If 
it be a just war, and if hon. Members 
opposite are animated by prudent and 
patriotic motives, what right is there 
to demand on their part _ state- 
ments from the Government which 
seem to imply that though it be a just 
war it is being conducted by most unjust 
methods and under most _ vindictive 
circumstances? I do not admit that this 
isa just war. I do not take the view 
that the policy laid down by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
has the remotest hope of success, and I 
state, for my own country and _ for 
myself, that you are oniy plunging your 
country and South Africa into turther 
difficulties, and you are only involving us 
in taxation you have no right to impose. 
The right hon Gentleman has made two 
wholly inconsistent statements. In the } 
first place, he has laid down that the 





forces of those who are waging war{’ 
| against you in South Africa are small and J” 
insignificant, and that he hopes in a few J’ 
months to be able to start some form of ' 
' civil government in the country. If that 

| statement be true how comes it that you § 
‘have still 200,000 soldiers there to 
|combat these men? Has it come 
‘to this: that the one result of this war 
is to prove that twenty Englishmen 
are equal to one Dutchman?  Thatff 
is really what it comes to. When 

| you ask us to swallow the statements 
about the generous conduct of the 
soldiers, of their great valour, and theirf’ 
great bravery, we cannot forget that 
you have more armed men in South 
' Africa than the whole male population of 





270 


lines of 
at this 
ustified 
ing the 
1. Sson 
dlonies, 
ar as | 
ections. 
use are 
1dment 


971 {7 DecEMBER 1900} 272 


these States together. I cannot help | inducement do you offer De Wet to come in 
seeing in all this business the same policy , from the veldt when he has a rifle and.a 
af Te heod which has been manifested | horse, and can stop convoys and capture 
throughout. The Colonial Secretary men 400 at a time whenever he pleases ? 
hopes soon to establish civil government, . He is to find Sir Alfred Milner installed as 
tut Lord Salisbury says it may take: Lord Lieutenant of the Transvaal, with a 
nerations, and I am inclined to put my Deputy Lieutenant—probably one of the 
noney on Lord Salisbury in the pessi- dismissed members of the late Govern- 
nistic view that he expressed in another! ment. Does anyone who has studied the 
d that glace—I was going to say the hereditary methods of the British Government in 
en aa camber, but I think, after recent any country in which it has established 
d, and (events, the House of Commons rather its supremacy over a subject race suppose 
vosition |tan the House of Lords, ought really to | that such a prospect will tempt such a 
ight of be called the hereditary chamber. What | man 1 First of all, the Boers would not 
is. th J8 the position of the Colonial Secre-| believe your words. They would say 
» starts fay ! A year and a half ago that you had broken the terms of every 
a just be started out with the pretence proclamation you have issued; that at 
ht has (tat the difference between him and ‘the Sand River Convention you pro- 
h is Kruger was that between a five and a | mised absolute independence ; that when 
ry) [pgeren years franchise. After the four- | you took the Transvaal in 1877 you pro- 
embers 422 months war the Outlanders and | mised not merely a Crown colony, but a 
nt and }uausvaalers are told that neither can get local Parliament ; that after Majuba you 
there 
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the franchise for which so much blood | promised independence with a suzerainty, 
; -and in 1884 by the London Convention 
state- ; . 
gave absolute independence; but that 
all these Treaties were broken. I wish 
to give the Boers in the field some 
| slight sketch of what will happen if 
'they surrender. In the first place, 
| every man put over them, from Sir A. 
| Milner down to the humblest magistrate, 
| will be a bitter enemy of the Boer 
| cause, the Dutch régime and the Boer 
'race. In every dispute between the 
Boers and their neighbours, the English 
| settlers or the Colonials, they will be 
| judged by judges inimical to their inte- 
rests, and the jury franchise will naturally 
‘be so arranged as to exclude every 


las been spilt, and that it may be gene- 
ations before even effective local self- 












| : nie government can be established. That is 
unjust appalling verdict on the policy of the 
dictive Pight hon. Gentleman. Let the negotia- 
‘at this "8 with President Kruger be right or 
@ view (ng, we now have this avowal after the 


expenditure of £100,000,000 and the 
acrifice of the lives of the bravest and 
est of the men. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife asked for 


> right 
cretary 
, and I 


id for f,. : f 

‘ the issue of a proclamation —as if there had 
g your P 
‘iither P already been enough of them--to 


ajole the Boers still under arms to sur- 
render. What is the temptation held out 
0 them? They found their country as 


ving us 
impose. 
de two 


meof your generals wrote of our country Dutchman from the jury box ; and if the 
in the days of Queen Elizabeth—“ Your | jury franchise is not sufficiently artistic 
Majesty,” said he, “has nothing now to | for that, there will be a system of “stand 
ign over in Ireland except carcases and by,” and challenge to achieve the same 
whes, so that the lowing of a cow or the result. With regard to education, will 
und of a ploughboy’s whistle cannot not Sir A. Milner establish schools from 
he heard from one end of the country to which is excluded all teaching of the 
he other.” That might well be said of Dutch language—a point upon which the 
Bouth Africa at the present moment. Dutch have the strongest possible feeling 
The Colonial Secretary said that only —and in which every incident connected 
oor huts, such as labourers inhabited in| with the late war will be given in the 
ingland, had been destroyed, and therefore ' school books in the form the most dis- 
t would not greatly matter, so far as the | creditable to the Boers? There will also 
uestion of compensation was concerned. | be laws against newspapers ; and, of course, 
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al but I read in an English newspaper that | freedom of speech cannot be tolerated. 
of thep? Wet’s house, which was destroyed, | You will not allow public meetings in 
d their erected at a cost of £2,000; grand | Ireland. Is it likely they will be per- 


jianos were given to the flames, and the | mitted in the neighbourhood of battle- 
idieys cheered as they watched the rose-| fields? The Dutch have tenacious 
ood furniture burn, while they poured ; memories, and will they not be anxious 
wraffin on his household gods,. What|to celebrate’ the anniversaries . of 
Second Ehay. 


ot that 
South 
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the splendid valour and _ courage, 
and stubborn resistance of their race ? 


Can Sir Alfred tolerate a state of things 
of that kind? What will become of the 
Transvaal flag? The Transvaal flag will 
become a treasonable emblem and you 
must make laws against seditiousemblems. 
These people have watered their flag with 


their heart’s blood, and that is the reason , 


why they must not be allowed to exhibit 
that flag in public. Any Dutchman in 
the future who flies the Transvaal flag 
upon the anniversary of the Battle of 
Colenso will get at least six months hard 
labour, for such an act would be regarded 
as an outrage against his Queen and 
country. No man is better acquainted 
with how to conduct these matters thin 
Sir A. Milner, for he has been a Unionist 
candidate in this country, and he under- 
stands the patois of oppression and the 
jargon of misgovernment as it is spoken 
in Ireland. Fe doubtless will not use 
any of the coarser expressions of Irish 


government, such as “ Do not hesitate to | 


shoot,” and he may not even take away 
the clothes of his prisoners when they 
are in gaol, but no doubt he will act 
entirely according to precedent. 
to that state of things that you invite 
the co-operation of De Wet, Botha, 
Delarey and all the other fighting Boer 
generals. One of the great attractions 


brought out in the speech of the Colonial | 


Secretary for these gentlemen to surrender 
is that there are to be three great adminis- 
trative municipalities established in the 
Transvaal—on the Birmingham model of 
course. Can anyone suppose that these 
municipalities are intended to be set up 
except to help the British garrison in the 
Transvaal? Barracks will be wanted for 
your troops, and forts will be required ; 
the garrisons must have regimental bands 
in order that certain loyal and patriotic 
airs may be played on the anniversaries, 
such as the Annexation of the Transvaal, 
or the capture of Cronje. Just fancy 
what festering sources of disaffection 
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than all the talk about municipalities an 
Crown colonies, and other things of that de 
scription. And if these statements be try 
what becomes of the pretences on which 
you started out upon this war? If yoy 
confess that prisoners are well treated 
what about the “grievances” of the 
Uitlanders who provoked this war 
' They were not prisoners, but free me 
These prisoners had no press or right of 
public meeting, and now you are obliged 
to confess that they were treated well by 
the Boers. What a light that throws 
upon the petition to the Queen, at 5s 
per head, from the 100,000 Uit 
landers in the Transvaal! It 
only part of the abominable system 
of hypocrisy that has run _ through 
this business from beginning to end. 

do not think there would have been s 
much to say against this war had you 
started boldly and openly on a buccaneer 
ing and piratical policy. If you had put 
/on your signboard, ‘‘ John Bull and Co. 
| thieves,” that would have represented 
‘an intelligible policy. But you said the 
Dutchmen were treating the Uitlander 
with injustice, and that they were oppres 
'sing the mine owners. Now, when you 
have got the country into your own hands 
your position is that for generations yo 
will not be able to establish the systen 
which you went to war to create. As 
to the mines, I think the tax on dynamité 
_ fades into insignificance before the sugges 
| tive statement of the right hon. Gentle 
jman to-night. I think the tax on dyna 
|mite was 6d. per hundredweight. | 
‘that is so, I want to know what will bé 
| the royalty on gold. I understand that 


are much more effective to fighting me 
| 








wherever the Government of the Queer 
is established the laws of Great Britair 
| are carried. If that be so, then every 
| ounce of gold that has been mixed in th 

Transvaal from the date of Lord Roberts’ 
| prociamation annexing the Transvaal wil 
| have to pay the Queen’s mining royalty 
_ In addition to that, we have the Colonia 


and disloyalty such a system will set | Secretary’s opinion that these places wi 


up. 
the outcome of the British mind, a more 
complete scheme for keeping the Boers 
and the Boer generals in the field than 
that proposed to-night by the Colonial 
Secretary. The F irst Lord of the 
Treasury did pay these brave men a 
tribute for their gallantry and the kind- 
ness with which they treated the wounded 
prisoners. A few phrases of that kind 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


I do not think I have ever heard, as | have to bear an enormous proportion 0 


the cost of the war. That is very satis 
factory to me in one sense, but it mus 
re very unsatisfactory to the Chartered 
Company. The war up to the presen 
has cost something like £100,000,000 
and of that sum Ireland will have to paj 
from £12,000,000 to £15,000,000. Th 
£16,000,000 which: you propose to rals 
this session involves nearly tw 
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years of the total revenue of Ireland. | 
I want to ask the House has British 
statesmanship come to this—that there | 
was no other means of bringing about a 
settlement in South Africa except by | 
the wasting of £100,000,000 of money, | 
by the sacrifice of between 20,000 | 
and 30,000 lives, and by 
sending out of this enormous army, | 
220,000 strong? Have the resources of | 
civilisation been brought to this pass, that 
you allow your Minister to hail this as a 
feather in his cap, when that feather has 
cost you £100,000,000, and to enable the 
Minister to put it in his cap has cost 30,000 
lives ? That feather will long be remem- 
bered in English history. It is now 
bedraggled and stained with blood. It is 
a remarkable fact that those who gained 
most by this war, whether in reputation 
or in dividends, have sacrificed themselves 
least. We have heard of the Dublin 


Fusiliers, the City Imperial Volunteers, | 


and the Inniskilling Fusiliers, but who has 
heard of the Birmingham Blazers? The 
Prime Minister had two sons at the front 
-—one at Mafeking, and the other who is 
now on the Treasury Bench. How many 
had the Colonial Secretary ? How many 
of the shareholders in Tubes, Limited, 
have taken the field? Has it not come 
to this : that while the peasantry and the 
gentry of this country and of Ireland 
have suffered and died on behalf of your 
flag, those who have gained most by the 
war have remained around their cosy fire- 
sides at Highbury? Can any of you 
deny it? In walking through the streets 
of Dublin I have seen numbers of poor men 
who have come home from the war, having 
lost an arm or a leg; I see the reports of 


the guardians’ meetings, at which men and | 


women have been admitted to the work- 
house in consequence of the war, and I 
want to know where the gain or glory or 
glamour for Ireland comes in? I abso- 
lutely deny that there is unanimity on 
both sides of the House with regard to 
any part of this policy. From one end 
of [reland to the other is nothing but 
horror and detestation felt towards 
it. And let me say this is not 
simply because we are anti-English. 
[ believe that the conduct of the 
Americans in the Philippines was less 
excusable than your conduct in the 
Transvaal. Unlike the Americans in the 
Philippines, England has some rag of 
justification for her action. 
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army in the ‘Transvaal or the 
English generals has been any worse 
the conduct of the American 
generals in the Philippines, where I 


the (ueen’s Speech. 


|have read of Catholic churches being 


desecrated, tabernacles rifled, and the 
chalices of the natives pawned in tke 
pawnshops of San Francisco. There 
are no such stories as those from the 
Transvaal, yet it is an unhappy omen, 
when the right hon. Gentleman wants to 
justity his policy, that it isto America in 
the miserable squabble witn the Philip- 
pines he has to go. It is not because the 
sentiment of Ireland is anti-English that 
I condemn this war, but because the war 
is an outrage on free institutions, because 
it has been got up at the instance of 
greedy capitalists, who, I am glad to say, 


will see their shares go down in the 
‘morning when they read the announce- 


ment which has been made from the 
Front Bench ; and, above all, we believe 
so far from fusing the two races together, 
so far from leading to a good understand- 
ing between the two countries, the effect 
will be to lay up for yourselves the same 
store of hatred and ill-will and dislike 
which, in other parts of the world, has 
been the fate of England whenever she has 
come into collision with white races. 
The right hon. Gentleman seemed to say 
that you would offer these Boers self- 
government, and that they must be con- 
tent with whatever form of self-govern- 
ment you offer them. What is more easy 
‘to give the outward forms of liberty and 
to deny the reality? Have the Irish not 
got the outward form of liberty? The 
Trish come to this House and are out- 
voted in every division. In the same 
way I could have constructed a Constitu- 
tion for the Boers which would have 
looked the most perfect a on paper, 
but which would cause the Boer to go 
down on his knees and curse the British 
Government from the day an English- 
man landed in his colony. In their 
hatred of Englishmen the Boers almost 
outrivalled the Irish. Now the problem 
seems, from the Boer point of view, to be an 
extremely simple one. They can lose 
nothing by fighting. You have bereft 
of their liberty and _ inde- 
pendence. You have stolen their 
‘country and burned down their farms. 
| What has the remaining Boer to expect— 
lecall him guerilla, bandit, freebooter, 
what you like? Absolutely nothing. 


believe the conduct of the English| He is a free man, with a gun on his 
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shoulder, and a horse under him, and I | 
should like to know if any man with any | 
ordinary independence, with any touch 
of spirit in his blood, would surrender 
that position and exchange it for the 
position of a British slave. I think 
these men seem to consider that it is 
better to be a Boer corpse than a British 
subject. That seems to me to be the 
opinion entertained by those holding 
out. When the war had broken out 
not much more than a month—when | 
Mafeking and Ladysmith and Kimberley 
were being besieged—we were told that 
the Boers were utterly sick of the war, 
and that they were constrained to join 
their commandoes by Joubert, De Wet, 
Botha, Delarey, Cronje, and other gene- 
rals, and that they were absolutely 
sjamboked into the trenches. But now 
that the sjamboks have been burned, 
you find it still takes 200,000 men to 
govern the country. If that is correct, and 
if the pretences which started the war 
are false, what more reliance can be placed 
now upon the pretences that you carry 
it on in hopes for the future which were 
wrong a year ago! Will not these hopes 
be just as wrong two years or twenty 
years hence as now, and mey we not in 
twenty years hence, those of us who 
survive or those who come after us, be 
still debating what is called the South 
African Question, and the condition of 
the South African colonies? At the 
present moment your great possessions 
in China and elsewhere are absolutely 
imperilled by this absolute locking up of 
200,000 troops in South Africa. Does 
any man imagine that your settled and 
stable trade in China is not a thousand 
times more valuable than al] the trade in 
South Africa? And yet in order that a 
Birmingbam leader may have a feather in 
his cap, 200,000 men are locked up in 
South Africa, while Russia is marching 
off with Manchuria, and Germany with 
Kiou Chiou, and Italy is putting in a de- 
mand for a slice, and all the rest of Europe , 
is looking on with satisfaction, and while | 
the total British force in China seems to | 
amount to something less than 8,000 | 
men. That may be a spirited foreign 
policy, but I do not believe it is either | 
successful or statesmanlike. But while | 
the Irish people have to pay this large. 
sum, they alone, of all the three King-| 
doms, get nothing from this war except | 
wooden legs. Occasionally you have | 
bought a horse in Ireland, but taking the , 


Mr. T.,M._Healy. 
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fifteen millions which we will have to pay 
for the war, I do not suppose that you 
will have expended in that country more 
than, roughly speaking, £50,000 to 
£100,000. Well, I suppose that ulti- 
mately you hope to hunt these Boers down 
like rats. Ido not know how that may 
be, nor do I see how the great Liberal 
party can fairly object to that policy once 
they proclaim this war to be a just 
one. How can they object to deportation 
of these men to St. Helena or Ceylon, 
when Cromwell sent Irishmen to the 
Barbados, and Liberals put up a statue 
to the man who did it, and broke his 
promise of quarter to Irish garrisons 4 


Very well, you have hunted these men down 


like rats, and you have exterminated the 
last of them in the field, but you have 
not, so far as I can make out—at all 
events, you do not admit that you have— 
destroyed the women and children there. 
Well, we know that in the time of Queen 
Elizabeth, James, and William, millions of 
Irishmen were so exterminated or exiled, 
But we also know that such of these Boers 


as return from St. Helena, or survive the 


climate of Ceylon, will not have the 
kindest memories of British rule. So far 
as 1 can make out, in order to hold the 
country you must have policemen and 
blacks and negroes to do the work. Lord 
Salisbury hinted that greater kindness 
would be shown to the natives, and that 


| greater kindness will be to enrol a kind 


of a Dutch Royal Irish Constabulary. 
So, therefore, you have arranged for your- 
selves in South Africa and you have 
planted there a new combustible which 
will only wait the torch of some oppor- 
tunity to break out in flames on 
some future occasion. You admit that 
you are not loved in Europe. Even Loid 
Salisbury boasts of your splendid isolation. 
I fancy you cannot deprive the Boers 
entirely of arms, but must, in consequence 
of the wild state of the country, allow 
them something in the nature of arms to 
keep duwn the game and protect them- 
selves from the natives. What the Boers 
will do is to wait the first opportunity 
when you are in difficulties, and then 


, they will return to theircommandoes. It 


is all very well to indulge in platform 
platitudes, but you should recollect that 
you are dealing with a stubborn race. 
The Dutch fought the Spaniards for 
centuries, and were willing to break down 
their dykes and swamp their country in 
order to drive out their enemies. The 
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Spaniards were, ] imagine, at that time | is called a united South Africa. If the 
as great an empire as you are to-day ; but | common voice of mankind has any effect 
we have seen the Spanish Empire go/|on English opinion, it is a remarkable 
down until it has lost its last colonial | fact that there is not a civilised nation 
possession, and the same may befall|in the world which is in’ sympathy 
the British Empire. My sympathies | with the action taken by the English in 
are with the Boers. My _hopes(the Transvaal; that, of course, gives no 
are for their freedom and _ their, pause or stay to the policy that you have 
independence, as settled by your own | adopted. But some day, sooner or later, 
solemn conventions with them. In re-| this nice question that you have raised 
pelling unprovoked aggression I wish them | about burning farms may come home to 
success in battle; I wish them success asan | yourselves. We know, of course, that 
army in the field either as guerillas or as | your fleet is very great and. your army 
a standing army. ‘These are my wishes very powerful, but we have read of late 
for them, and I think I am as much of projects for the invasion of Eng- 
entitled to offer up these wishes and|land. No doubt they are as old as 





aspirations on their behalf as Mr. Fox 
did in this House for the independence 
of the revolted American colonies. That 
was the language they held when they be- 
heved that aggressions of an intolerable 
character were being practised in your 
colonies. If those were the sympathies 
of your bygone statesmen in regard to a 
mere impusition of a tax on imports, how 
much more,would it be the case here of men 
with whom you have made three solemn 
Conventions at different times; whose 
liberties and independence you guaranteed 


| William the Conqueror, but one day they 
|may succeed—more improbable events 
‘have happened—and then the burning 
‘down of your beautiful mansions within 
‘ten miles of any of your south-coast rail- 
| ways will bring it home to your mind. 
| Many people, I among others, yet enter- 
‘ tain a superstitious opinion that there is 
'a judgment of the Almighty for the 
| deeds of nations as well as the deeds of 
‘individuals, and we may be content to 
' wait God’s own good time for the ven- 
' geance which is His. 


and whose country, on the colour and pre- | 


tence of a miserable franchise, you have ' 


deluged with blood ; whose population 
you have deported, and over whom, 
as a Governor, you propose to place 


&@ man who went out there determined | 
to have this war, and who has now made | 
the Transvaal a country of carcases and | 


ashes, and whom you now propose to 


allow to wield the sceptre of power over | 
At times there | 
have been heard appeals made to common | 


the ruin he has made. 


sense, and there used to be a voice in 


this House raised on behalf of right—the | 


voice of Mr. Gladstone—-that organ-voice 
which was raised in indignation against 
every wrong, whether it was in Armenia, 
Bulgaria, Greece, Ireland, or the Trans- 
vaal itself. Where is there such a voice 
to-day? We have the Liberal party, like 
petty Pontius Pilates, washing their 
hands of the guilt of innocent blood. If 
the Opposition were genuine, or really 
worthy of their dead Leader, they would 
have raised their voices to-nighi, not. in 
the manner in which this debate has been 
conducted, against a war which was made 
in order that the Member for West Bir- 
mingham should have a feather in his 
cap, and in order that Sir Alfred Milner 
might be made the Governor over what 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): We have reached a 
time of the night when a debate assumes 
a particular phase, and when many hon. 
Members have unfortunately engage- 
ments or distractions elsewhere to which 
they wish to do full justice. Therefore 
| I think it is right that I should at once 
express the view I take of this Amend- 
ment. It is an Amendment for which | 
may say that I am doubly responsible, be- 
cause I quite agree with the action of my 
hon. friends who moved and _ seconded it 
in such an admirable way, while it also 
bears out the policy which I endeavoured 
| yesterday to impress upon the House, and 
which I thought the Government ought 
to pursue. But we have had from the 
Secretary for the Colonies a speech 
which I at once frankly say is very much 
more favourable to. our object than 
we anticipated. We had yesterday a 
most kindly and benevolent view of the 
question pnt before us by the First Lord 
of the Treasury, and he not only refrained 
from giving any definiteness to the 
excellent intentions he professed, but he 
refused to give that definiteness: and, 
therefore, I cannot say that he left the 
' question from our pointof view in a very 
| - Second Day. 
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satisfactory position. 


{COMMONS} 
We had another ; this ought to be left where it is. 
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I think 


speech, which we read this morning, deli-| we have done good service in bringing 
vered in another place, which certainly | forward this Amendment, because it puts 
appeared to go ina diametrically opposite | in an explicit form that which is the 
direction, because the Prime Minister said | general sentiment throughout the think- 
from his place inthe House of Lords that |ing and feeling men in this country. 
in his estimation self-government would We have put it in that form, and the 


not be given to the inhabitants of these 
two countries for many years, and even 
for generations. If that was the best 
prospect held out by the Government of 
course it would be no inducement to us. 


‘ance by 


But the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- | 


tary for the Colonies has practically 
accepted this Amendment—in fact, I 
would ask the Leader of the House 
whether it is not possible for the Govern- 


ment without derogation of its dignity to | 
| should appear to be divided on the sub- 


accept the words as they stand. The 
Government cannot, of course, accept 
a hostile Amendment enforced upon 
them hy a vote of the 
but they can accept any Amendment 
which is to their own taste and according 
to their policy. If, however, the right 
hon. Gentleman does not incline towards 
the words, and if he has some objection 
of detail, I do not force the Amendment 
upon him ; but we are left in the position 
that there is apparently unanimity on the 
main question in the House. We all 
think, as has been said again and again, 
that statesmen should have more to do in 
this matter in its present stage than the 
mere soldier. I do not wish to speak 
with any disrespect of the soldier or of 
the generals, but the political view ought 
to come into full play as well as the mere 
military view, and certain promises or 
expectations ought to he held out in the 
most public way to the men now in the 
field, to the population generally, and to 
the prisoners who are exiled, in order 
that they may know exactly what are 
the intentions, the benevolent intentions, 
of the people of this country and of the 
Government. The right hon. Gentleman 
went further, and sketched a future 
scheme of government for these two 
colonies. For the most part that 
scheme of government appeared to be 
very much what we should desire 
to see adopted, but I cannot accept it 
until we see its full details. We are not 
expected to do so ; but, putting that aside, 
there was in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech an acoeptance of the general 
principle which we wish to enforce for the 
approval of the House and for adoption 
by the Government. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


House, | 


Government have accepted it ; for I under- 
stand that that was a little more than a 
conversation across the floor of the 
House ; it was rather a solemn accept- 
the Government. If we could 
read the feeling of the House of Commons, 
there was a unanimous acceptance of 
the principle embodied in the Amend- 
ment. In these circumstances I think it 
would be well that we should have no 
division, because we do not wish that we 


ject. Although in some cases it is neces- 
sary to take a division in order to enforce 
some particular doctrine or theory, in 
this case what we ask has been conceded 
substantially by the Government, and 
therefore we should probably gain nothing 
by taking further steps in the matter. If 
my hon. friends are willing to withdraw 
the Amendment, I should be very glad if 
the House would give them leave to 
do so. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said, 
fourteen months ago this country entered 
into war with the two Boer Republics. 
He believed then, and his belief was the 
same now, that the war was due to a mis- 
understanding, that the misunderstanding 
was not worth war, and that the war 
might have been avoided by tact, temper, 
and arbitration. The House was told 
fourteen months previously that the war 
was levied neither for goldfields nor for 
territory, but for the purpose of enforcing 
equal rights for all white men. Those 
declarations appeared to have been for- 
gotten by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary in some of the pro- 
posals he had just laid before the House. 
Into that war the British people had 
entered, against his advice and _ his 
strongest utterances in the district in 
which he had been born and bred, in a 
confident, light-hearted, and optimistic 
spirit. They were told that they would 
have their Christmas dinner in Pretoria ; 
that the war was to cost £10,000,000, and 


‘that one army corps would suffice to teach 


T do not think that 


the recalcitrant Boers that British rule 
was better than local self-government. 
The Government had been a year out in 
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their calculations with regard to the 
time, £90,000,000 in cash; they had 
required six army corps more than it was 


expected would be necessary ; and each | 
successive general who had _ returned | 


home had said, as previous generals had 
been saying months before, that the 
war was over. Yet the war still 
went on, and it was because he opposed 
this war in its initiation that he stood 
in his place in the House upon the 


first opportunity to protest against its | 


continuing, and to tell hon. Gentlemen, 
inside the House and outside the House, 
who expected fourteen months ago that 
the Boer Republics would succumb in so 
short a time, that they were just as much 
out in their calculations with regard to the 
suggested scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, which 
had just been placed before the House, 
bringing peace and contentment to the 
Boers a year hence, as they were in 
their other calculations fourteen 
months ago. On the General Election 
he had emerged from the stormiest cam- 
paign which he had ever fought. He had 
fought the campaign, into the petty per- 
sonalities of which it was not necessary to 
go, and won his election upon one issue 
and one alone. That issue was, “is this 
war necessary,” and 6,000 London work- 


men, by returning him to Parliament, 


said “No.” The one important question 
before the House at the present moment 
was the settlement of South Africa. 
That question he also put to his constitu. 
ency, and 6,000 London working men, 
after fifty meetings, the like of which he 
had never held before, returned him to 
his seat for the purpose of demanding 
that the war should be brought to a ter- 
mination upon the basis of giving these 
two Republics that independence which 
they formerly possessed ; the self-govern- 
ment for which they fought pol 

and the right to do as they liked with 
their own, and in which he wished them 
all success. He held that view when it 
was condemned and unpopular, and he 
held it now when the instinctive justice 
of the British people was beginning to 
prevail, and their inherent love of fair 
play was gaining ground now that the 
Rhodesian press had prostituted itself so 
far as to disgust even those who earned 
their livelihood by writing the lies which 
it contained. He believed that the 
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| asked upon a perfect register to express: 
their opinion, would support the views 
|he put to the House of Commons. 
He disagreed with the Amendment. It 
was neither fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red 
herring. It was, in a word, but a note of 
interrogation to the Colonial Secretary. 
“And he disagreed with the Colonial 
Secretary’s response, which, as the facts 
would prove, was nothing more or less 
than a counsel of despair. It was a stop- 
gap expedient that he had put before the 
House to tide over some temporary difli- 
culties, and instead of bringing peace to 
South Africa and conciliating the Boer 
Republics, it would only retard and con- 
fuse a permanent settlement. It whispered. 
settlement to the ear, but brought no 
hope ‘to the heart of the met who had 
been so sturdily fighting. The right hon. 
Gentleman said, at the end of fourteen 
months, that he was prepared to do certain 
things in the future, as if there was no past 
‘to wipe out ; but it took two to make a bar- 
gain. We had to hear what the Boers had 
to say to the prgposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and unless he was very much 
mistaken—and he hoped he might be--he 
was perfectly convinced that the settle- 
ment would provoke instead of conciliate 
and would cause confusion where a more 
generous suggestion would have met with 
acceptance by the Boers. The proposal 
did nothing for the personnel, for those 
who had_ heen governing Africa, or those 
who had taken a prominent part in the 
negotiations with the Boers. It left the 
personnel untouched and unchanged, and 
so long as that was the case, and the 
personnel which involved this country in 
the war was still stationed in South 
Africa, the war would go on. It was 
because he disagreed with the personnel in 
South Africa that he disagreed with the 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary, and 
he predicted them being an utter failure. 
There was one good feature in the speech 
of the right hon, Gentleman, and one only, 
and that was its manly and conciliatory 
tone. And had the negotiations fourteen 
months ago been carried on by speeches 
‘couched in that spirit, and expressed in 
that mode, and the country educated be- 
fore the event, it would have averted 4 


‘calamity which had involved tw nations 
‘in ruin, and we should not have had 


12,000 of our brave lads’ bones bleaching 
in South Africa, and should have saved 


people, now that they were sober and | the expenditure of £100,000,000. This 
clothed in their right mind, if they were | war had damaged our prestige, and almost. 
| 


Second Day. 
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ruined our reputation as a just people. | years the Colonial Office could not 
He welcomed the change in the tone and | have been filled concurrently with the 
temper of the right hon. Gentleman. ; Foreign Office by .Lord Salisbury, for 
Apart from that there was another thing | then, in all probability, the war would 


which might create a misunderstanding. | not have occurred. This scheme not 


The right hon. Geritleman, in his scheme, 

quite overlooked the fact that the Boers 

would never sacrifice that freedom for | 
which they were fighting and dying. 
like men. No one would suppose from | 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech that 
we had 250,000 men at death-grips with 
20,000 of the bravest guerilla troops that 
ever took the field against us or any 
other country. The right hon. Gentleman 
ignored that in his proposals How long 
was the military rule to last for the pacifi- 
tation of the country? For five or six 
years atleast. After that there was to be 
an intermediate stage. How long was that 
to last? For another twenty years, after 
which was to come Crown colony govern- 
ment, and then the gradual devolution of 
municipal government in selected areas in 
which the Boers werenot to have delegated 
right or personal right, byt these delegates 
were to be nominated “by somebody in. 
Pretoria. He did not think that would 

suit the loyal Dutch, who had always ' 
been on our side, because it would mean 
not only martial law for the Transvaal 
and Orange Colony, but Cape Colony as 
well, as it was impossible to prescribe 
orders for any particular geographical 
area when the population was discontented 
and intermixed. The result would be a 
crisis in the political, social, and economic 
situation, with a fall in employment wages. 
There would be an increase of destitute 
white men from all over the world, who, 
sympathising with the Boers, would bring 
about a condition of things in which the 
last stage would be worse than the first. 
He objected to the scheme of the Colonial | 


only conflicted with Lord Salisbury’s 


statement ; it was not in harmony with 


the statement made by the First Lord of 
the Treasury when he, with that con- 
siderate kindness which, during this war, 
he had conspicuously shown, put forward 
his views. But when the House was told 
that the war was to be prosecuted with 
vigour and unremittingly, and when they 
were told that it might take a generation 
or two before popular government would 
be secured, such statements precluded 
the possibility of any such settlement as 
that proposed by the scheme put forward 
by the Colonial Secretary. It was one 
ot the main proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s scheme to govern the people 
of one country in their own country by 
another people who knew nothing about 
it. He wished to remind the House how 


‘it had been misled in all the Estimates 


brought forward with regard to the war, 
and to briefly mention what it was that 
we were engaged in. What were the 
facts with regard to this war? In 
November last our casualties were 3,739 
men hors de combat in the month, or 
more than in many of the preceding 


,months, not including 10,000 men 


suffering from enteric in our Cape 
hospitals. Two hundred and _ fifty 
thousand troops in South Africa, and 
more wanted. Those soldiers who 
had a right to be relieved of their mili- 
tary duties months ago were war sodden 
and wasted, horses were dying by the 
thousand, and moreover our soldiers were 


‘face to face with the state of things which 


was not such as they expected. ‘lhe Boer 


Secretary, because it appeared to him that ‘was to be dirty, ignorant, and, above all, 
the Boers, in order to get back to their! corrupt, the whole of which story had 
peaceful occupations, would have to sacri-| been done away with by the speech of 
fice everything they had been fighting | the Colonial Secretary, who, after fourteen 





for. That would not make for peace, | 
or permanent settlement. The scheme 
was irreconcilable with the statement 
made by Lord Salisbury on the pre- 
‘vious evening in another place, in| 
which he had said that it would probably | 
take a generation or two, perhaps several, | 
to bring about a settlement in South 
Africa. He preferred in this matter to 
follow the judgment of Lord Salisbury 
rather than that of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, and he thought it was a calamity 
for this country that for the past five’ 
Mr, John Burns, 





months, had said that the Boers were 
gallant soldiers and treated our wounded 
excellently well. He did not require to 
have £100,000,000 spent and 30,000 of 
his fellow-subjects to die to emphasise 
that fact. He might be taking a pessi- 
mistic view, but he did not think so. 
First of all, the whole thing was to be 
settled when we took Pretoria. Pretoria 
was taken in June, and there had been 
25,000 casualties since we had taken the 
Boers’ chief cities ; we had lost more guns 
than we had ever surrendered to any 
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former enemy, including those which we | 


lost to America through a very similar 


blunder committed by a foolish king and | 


a foolish Parliament 100 years ago. The 


‘did not intend to enquire. 


whole of this had been done to give votes | 
to men who did not want them, to confer | 
a franchise on Uitlanders, who whenever | 


they had no chance of fighting against us 
were trying to assassinate Lord Roberts. 
Those were the men for whom we had 
gone to war. Eleven of them had 


been recently arrested, and there was 


not a Dutchman among them. 
was an interesting side - light 
what occurred, and 


on 


This | 


he ventured to. 


predict that the casualities, many though | 
they were when Pretoria was taken, | 


would be nothing to what they would be 
three years hence, unless the war was 
settled upon lines which granted inde- 
pendence to the Boer Republics. What 
were the elements which ought to make 
for generous concessions in this matter ? 
In the first place the European world was 
against us, as was also America, for the 
reason that 120 years ago York Town 
taught a lesson to a foolish king and a 
still more foolish Parliament who thought 
they could impose upon America what 
the Colonial Secretary’s scheme sought to 
impose on Africa. They fought us and 
heat us, and Lord Chatham then, and he 
now was happy to say that we deserved 
defeat, and as a result there had been 120 
years of hatred against this country, 
hecause the sense of injustice still rankled 
in their breasts. America was against 
ns, and for the independence of the 
oer Republics. Little Switzerland, 
which had always looked upon this 
country as a sanctuary where a man 
couldspeak the thing he thought, regretted 
the new diplomacy which had effected so 
wonderful a change in this country during 
the last few years. Belgium was also 
against us, France and Germany. With the 
exception of the Kaiser, there could not 
be found a German in the country who 
would accept the Colonial Secretary’s 
scheme. The colonies were not with us ; 
that is to say, they did not come because 
they thought the war was just, they came 
to save us from an Imperial disaster. We 
had tested them once with the Soudan, 
and then with this crime, and though the 
Government might attempt to summon 
the patriotic spirit from the vasty deep, a 
third time it would not respond. He 
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reversed. The Government had only 
obtained four seats as a result of the poll, 
though how those seats were obtained he. 
We could not 
afford to have the desolation of a country,. 
the destruction of farms, and the depor- 
tation of population much longer. The 
hon. Member for the Ecclesall division of 
Sheffield said that it was all right. If the 
hon. Baronet had had a gun in his hand 
and heen one of Rundle’s half-starved 
troopers, and had seen farms destroyed 
of men he was beginning to respect, in 
order that Rhodes might be enriched —— 


Sir EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
saw it all except the increased riches of 
Mr. Rhodes. 


the Queen’s Speech, 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: He knew 
what the hon. Member would have 
to do in such circumstances. He 


would be ordered to make a strategical 
movement to the rear in order that he 
should see nothing except what suited 
those in command. All this was going 
on, and what for? Because we were too. 
proud to admit that we were wrong in 
this war. Whom were they going to 
allow to be the medium of conveying even 
the Colonial Secretary’s scheme to the 
Boers! Sir Alfred Milner. He had great 
sympathy for a bold man struggling with 
adversity. He wished Sir Alfred Milner 
success in whatever the Government 
might ask him to do, if it made for 
permanent peace, but he did not 
believe they could achieve it through the 
man who had declared the policy of 
“Never again.” He could not be liked 
by the Dutch, who knew that he found 
fun in shooting at a dummy of President 
Kruger at a shooting gallery. Until 
they minimised therpolitical difficulty by 
having some one personally more accept- 
able to the Boers than Sir Alfred Milner 
they could not get any settlement, and 
they would have to fight right out 
to the bitter end. They might kill 
all the Boer men in South Africa, 
but so long as there was a 
pregnant Boer woman or mother left 
the struggle would go on even with 
women for many years. The 16,000 or 
17,000 Boer prisoners some day must be 
released, and they would go back to 
where their hearthstones had been, where 
their desolated farms now were, and 


, they would fight for them as our fore- 


believed that had the late election been | 


fought on manhood suffrage and a new 
register the verdict would have been 


bears fought for their liberties in 
Scotlani nearly two hundred years 
and Irishmen fought for thei. 


Second Day. 
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homes in more recent times. If they 
thought that Sir Alfred Milner was going 
to destroy this spirit in the Boers they 
were mistaken. If the Colonial Secre- 
tary thought that exhausting and wasting 
war would make these men tractable he 
was greatly mistaken. He did not 
believe there would be any surrender for 
years. There would be no settlement 
short of independence, and unti! that was 
granted this war would go on. But 
whilst the soldier was doing his portion 
of the work the statesman should do 
his. He believed that a soldier should 
only be asked to do soldier’s work. 
Officers and men had done their work, 
and they had earned their respite. 
The time had come when the soldier 
should have a rest, and when _ the 
statesman should begin, and when _politi- 
cians should accept responsibility for 
the mischief which had been done, 
and extricate South Africa from the 
turmoil in which it was placed. It was 
most refreshing now to see how wisdom 
«ameattertheevent. We were going togive 
no compensation to the British colonists. 
If the right hon. Gentleman had only 
said that with regard to the franchise two 
years ago we should have had no war at 
all. We were to have a Crown colony, 
with Sir Alfred Milner as Governor. 


That was no suggestion at all. It} 


was proposed that beyond being 


High Commissioner for a country larger | 
than England, Scotland, and Ireland, he 


was to be Governor of the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony. Why it was 
impossible. They were asking too much 
when they imposed this duty upon him. 
He was to have Lieutenant-Governors, 
and then there were to be executive 
councils. Who was to nominate these 
councils—Cecil Rhodes or Messrs. Beit, 
Eckstein, and Co.? The Government 
was under a delusion if they thought 
they could differentiate the treatment of 


the Orange Free State and the Transvaal. | 
They could not give them differential | 


treatment. If they attempted it it would 


fail, because blood was thicker than | 


water. They were to consult local 
opinion. Why consult local opinion 
now! Why did not they do it before this 
war broke out? Having burned their 
fingers they were now trying to save 
their arms. His answer to all that 
was, “It won't do.” It would only 
illuminate the folly of the negotiations 
between this country and the Boers for 
the last five years. It indicated that we 


Mr. John Burns, 
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should have a complete change in our 
system of treating with them. If he had 
his way that change would be to have 
the Colonial Secretary out of his office at 
once, Sir Alfred Milner home from the 
Cape, and a cooler, wiser, more patient, 
and more tactful man sent to succeed 
him; and he should have a captain’s 
guard put round Mr. Cecil Rhodes to- 
morrow morning, because so long as he 
and his rascals were at large in South 
Africa there could be no peace there. 
| When he was on his trial here the South 
| Africa Committee whitewashed him. The 
| Colonial Secretary described him as a man 
_ of honour ; and even to-day he was strong 
_with the Government, as was proved by 
/an extraordinary contract for guns with 
a German firm. They had heard that 
twenty-seven batteries of guns had been 
made for this Government. Who signed 
the order ? Cecil Rhodes. How was it that 
the only criminal in South Africa was 
allowed to escape? The Colonial Secre- 
| tary said he was going to consult legal 
opinion. Were Sir Alfred Milner’s coun- 
cillors to be the nominees of Cecil 
Rhodes, as they were? If so, there was 
an end to the prospect of peace in South 
| Africa. Some would say, “The hon. 
| Member for Battersea is not a politician 
| or a diplomatist.” If to act in the way 
certain people did he hoped he never 
would be. If to involve free countries in 
all the horror they had witnessed was 
statesmanship, he never wished to be a 
statesman. He wanted to see a settle- 
ment of this war. He wanted a better 
scheme than that suggested by the 
Colonial Secretary. He wanted the 
British people to recognise this fact : that 
anything short of independence would 
dissatisfy the Boers, would be unaccept- 
able to the Orange Free State, and would 
lead to permanent chaos and ruin, and 
the ultimate loss to Great Britain of 
South Africa. The wisest, permanently 
safest, most generous, the boldest, and the 
proper thing to do was for this yvreat 
country to say that the time had arrived 
when they should make some measure of 
reparation to these two small Republics. 
What was more, he believed that now 
was our opportunity. The Colonial 
Secretary said they were brave men and 
the world testified that they were in a 
military sense better soldiers than our- 
selves. Everyone recognised the supe- 
riority of Mr. Kruger as a writer of 
despatches to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham. We 
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were beginning the century with ani-| *Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
mosity and jealousy and _ suspicion | he would not have spoken at the present 
upon this country because of its’ time, but for the remarkable and fantas- 
spread-eagleism® during sthe past six | tic speech to which they had just listened. 
ears. We could not afford to keep} een the hon. Member for Battersea 
Soaked up in South Africa 250,000 received the support of nearly 6,000 
of our soldiers for a cause that was not working men at the recent election, there 
worth the death of a single grenadier, for were over 5,800 votes cast in the opposite 
an object which twenty years hence | direction. He wished to call the attention 
every Briton would be ashamed of having | of the House to what the hon. Member 
subscribed to. The present situation had | had said with regard to the Uitlanders. 
arisen from a succession of blunders that | The hon. Member seemed to be labouring 
any politician of ordinary ability might | under some extraordinary misapprehen- 
have avoided, and which posterity would | sion as to the meaning of the word “ Uit- 
curse us for having allowed this country | lander.” He seemed to think that the 
to drift into against the sober judgment | Uitlanders in the Transvaal were what 
of the common people, and against the | they would call “foreigners ”—Italians, 
wish of our friends in all parts of the Germans, and Frenchmen—men of the 
globe. He came straight from an election | nationalities to which the eleven men 
where he preached the independence of belonged who were deported for plotting 
the Boer people and condemned this, against the life of Lord Roberts. The 
country for the action it had taken. For, majority of the Uitlanders in the Trans- 
two months his wife and himself were vaal were Britons, and the hon. Member 
subjected to treatment such as no Uit-| had been guilty of a gross injustice to 
Jander was ever subjected to in South them when he said that they did not fight 
Africa. He had for nine consecutive , in the war. 
days to stand in the passage of his own * _ 
door with one of Killick’s on cricket-bats *Mr. JOHN BURNS : The only honest 
in his hand, resolved that he would fill Uitlanders hae the Northumberland, 
Durham, and Cornish miners who came 
home and would not fight. 


his area with Rhodesian rascals and blaek- 
guards if they ventured to attack. Jew 
salesmen from Covent Garden and Billings-! *Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
gate had engaged roughs to smash his | There were 30,000 British Uitlanders in 
windows and morally and physically intimi- | Johannesburg, and they were driven from 
date him, but the better class of Conserva- | the Transvaal by gross injustice before the 
tive workmen were now endorsing the atti- war began, and from among these some 
tude he had taken up. He condemned of the most gallant fighting men were re- 
the policy which was being pursued | cruited. It was monstrous that they 
because he wished to see Greater Britain should be misrepresented in that House. 
greater in the best sense of the word. He The Imperial Light Horse, consisting of 
did not want South Africa to be a second | Uitlanders, had sacrificed their lives on the 
America. He opposed their policy be- battlefield. They were the men who showed 
cause he believed it to be fraught with such splendid courage in the defence of 
danger and disaster to the British race, , Ladysmith—e.g., British Uitlanders from 
probably in the near future, and with Johannesburg. Many other corps, and 
threatenings of our pre-eminence asa great especially mounted corps, made up of the 
political people. He asked for the inde- same class, had shown great courage and 
pendence of the Boers to be restored to skill in warfare, and had been of much 
them, with equal rights for every white | service toourarms. He protested against 
man. Until this was done this war the way in which the hon. Member for 
would go on. The war was conceived Battersea had thought fit to stigmatise 
in selfishness, begot in money, and pur- these gallant men. He did not think it 
sued with'ignorance and blundering of the necessary to defend Mr. Rhodes in any 
worst possible kind. He wished to see detail. ‘ 
oe ee | ee some ne 

. ’ 
instead of a scheme of government 
founded on the fraudulent demands of | 
Throgmorton Street and the Stock, *Sm E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: No, 
Exchange rascals for whose interest this | it is not my business to quote the South 
war had been fought. ' Africa Committee’s opinion of Mr. Rhodes, 


Second Day. 


S: Will the hon. 
Gentleman quote the South Africa Com- 
mittee’s opinion of Mr. Rhodes ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the { shores, and not only that, but after you 
House that the question of Mr. Rhodes | have travelled that distance by sea you 
and the South Africa Committee is not | have to travel 1,500 miles by land. How 
before the House. | is it proposed that this country, great and 


: ve -, | resourceful as it is, shall permanentl 
ac 0 pe gegen cioearmnagg fl hie - ‘hold in subjection a people as boning: 
ip Del. Ban ae ngpeenty, (SW a stubborn in their love of free. 
he was very. prond, ot accompanying Lord | dom, and as true in their patriotism 
Roberts and the forces under his com- | 9.)  selves? How is it a ge 
mand, and he shared to the full the pri-) +. nan atlas! dla, ie ri To ~ 
vations of the troops. He did not think | - oie “a rae 80-4 art ‘—e 
the hon. Member for Lage ager ame wo geting b> do ‘it He ree 
mare Seaeren Sos. peneees. 5 Wie Fe | That is the problem we have before us 
frequently found himself. From his own | emid-hat is ‘the ‘problem whitch ian 
personal experience he was able to say | 


that Mr. Rhodes had been the life and | B@ve been present to the minds of our 


hs : statesmen at every stage of the war. I 
soul of the defence of Kimberley, and had |refoice at the marked snd suspicious 


devoted much of his time to the relief of | é eis, tes 
the starving population of that place and _ ae sy oe a egeon eran 
of the wounded, both British and Boer. cries A ‘on 4 ‘ao seis ben P —_— pega 
When, owing to the loss of a convoy, the | ‘l ye h Pa siete corsage: tng 
army before Paardeberg was almost | °OU0C"S i : e Government, and I hope 
starving, Mr. Rhodes collected every cart | eae: | a ie this change of tone, 
and wagon he cculd find and sent them | although we saw little to correspond with 
‘it in the utterances of his nominal chief, 


out laden with provisions for the service | |. pointing to what is to be the tone and 


of our Army. He protested against the | tare : 
language that had "ieeeia glared that rp of the Cabinet, and I hope also > 
6s. anaeg . eflection of a change of tone which 
night against a man who was one of the | ates iailias dae Wiesel Oh his ial 
greatestiliving Englishmen, and who had aie t & influs n & * ph try 
saved South Africa for this country. seg. sonectg veces egy — 
We cannot expect a man after he has 
*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): | inflicted an infinite calamity on his 
I do not think that the House is greatly | country to turn round and say he has 
concerned to-night either with the; been wrong, but I do think it is a first 
character of Mr. Rhodes or the conduct | sign of grace to see him speaking with 
of the Uitlanders. My own opinion of | decency and temper in this House of our 
Mr. Rhodes is that we owe this war to| opponents in this war. The right hon. 
him, because if it had not been for the Gentleman has accompanied that change 
Raid we should not have had the war, of tone with the announcement of 
and, therefore, on him rests as great a certain changes of policy, but I 
responsibility as ever rested on.any do not think those changes are very 
human being. As for the Uitlanders, no important. There was a gap in the 
doubt, like other people, they have good | course of development which he sketched 
and bad among them, and | agree with, out. He did not tell us how we 
the hon. Member for Battersea that the | were to start these changes. He told us 
hest of them came home and refused he wished to grant, as soon as possible, 
to fight. We are face to face municipal self-government—an excellent 
to-day not with questions of this kind, | thing; that he wished to repatriate the 
which are largely historical and personal, | exiled Boers—also an excellent thing ; 
but with as great a political problem as! that he wished those whose farms had 
ever any people;were called upon to solve. | been burned, and whose means of liveli- 
What is it that we have got to do? I{ hood had been destroyed, to be treated 
put aside the military question. Let us; with generosity—another excellent thing ; 
‘magine—and it requires some stretch of ; but he did not tell us how these things 
imagination—that this war is at an end.| were to be brought about. The first 
What have we to do then? We have! thing these men want to know is, what is 
got to govern a people upon whom, for a/| going to happen to them if they lay down 
yood or a bad reason, you have inflicted | their arms. Is there to be a complete 
the direst calamities, and from whom you | amnesty? They want to know, secondly, 
have taken those things they value most | how they are going to live in their own 
in the world. We propose to do this country. We are given no information 
at a distance of 6,000 miles from our upon either of these points. The right 
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hon. Gentleman did not tell us that the 
leaders of the Boers now in arms could 
claim amnesty; on the contrary, he told 
us there were some of them to whom it 
would be unwise and impolitic to extend 
an amnesty. 
cient. Nothing short of a generous and 
complete amnesty to the whole of those 
in the field, provided only they will lay 


down their arms, will have any effect 


whatever. As to the repatriation of 
these poor people, how is it to be done ? 
Obviously, it will be a very costly matter. 
It is all very well to speak of these farms 
as being but poor establishments. I dare 
say they are, but there are a great many 
of them, and there are not only the farms, 
but also the stock. The whole of South 
Africa is held in stock-farms ; without the 
stock the farms are useless. You have 
swept the country nearly bare of cattle 
and provisions, and it will be no small 
matter to restore not only the houses but 
also the stock of these people to enable 
them to live. The very first thing a 
statesman has to do in approaching this 
problem is to decide who is to pay, and 
what is to be the machinery for re-stock- 
ing these farms and for putting the people 
back on the land. The right hon. Gentle- 
man indicated that that was not a matter 
for which we were responsible, but that 
the colonies would be responsible. What 
does he mean by that? The colonies 
cannot pay until they have money. The 
Free State is a poor State; it will be 
years and years before it has enougti to 
pay its way; it has no gold mines, and 
we robbed it of its diamond mines ; it is 

purely agricultural people, and what 
prosperity it had was obtained almost en- 
tirely by trade with the Transvaal, and the 
Transvaal is now ruined. Take the Trans- 
vaal. The Transvaal is a poor State if 
you regard it simply as an agricultural 
community ; the only wealth it has—- 
and what a curse it has been to it—is 
the gold. Gold can only be got at when 
the country is settled, and even then how 
long will it be before the mines begin to 
pay ? Everybody will tell you that it 
will be some years before the gold in- 
dustry can be got properly to work again, 
so that you will not get any money out 
of the Transvaal. That pre-supposes that 
the country is settled and that you have 
something like stable order, but before 


you can get that you must get rid of | 


these bands of armed men. It is, there- 
fore, a circle in which we are walking. 
It is perfectly idle to tell us that the 

VOL. LXXXVIII. [FocrrH Serres. | 


‘EMBER 1900! 


That is absolutely insuffi- | 


are as palpable as the daylight. 
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colonies must pay. This country has 

to pay, and it will get the greatest value: 
for any money it has ever spent if the: 
sending back of these people produces any 

degree “of contentment in that devastated! 
land. I am not very sanguine as to the: 
future of these States. We have to deal 

with a people of indomitable spirit. When. 

they do lay down their arms I think they 

will say to us, “ Well, you have conquerect 
us; governus.” T hey will haye nothing 

to do with us or our Government, but 

will stand and bide their time ; they will 

nurse the grievances, and the griefs, and 
the awful memories which we are burn- 
ing into the national conscience and. 
mind of that people. But we are bound 
to do what we can. The task may not. 
he a very hopeful one, but we are bound 
to approach it, and so far from approach- 
ing it in the spirit of conferring some 
great favour because we are restoring 
some little portion of that which we have 
destroyed or taken away, we ought to be 
grateful for anything we can do to restore 
any approach to prosperity and any 
degree of contentment in that country. 
So far from taking a lofty attitude and 
thinking we are treating the. people with 
generosity we ought to feel that we owe 
them an infinite reparation. [ Ministerial 
laughter.] I am quite aware that that is 
not the opinion of hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite. It is not to be supposed they 
would take that view, and Ido not expect 
them to. If they believed, as I believe, 
that by this war they had inflicted the 
direst blow upon the Empire of which 
they profess to be so proud, that they 
had struck at every principle of freedom 
and of the rights of nationalities for 
which this country through historv has 


been famous as the champion, that by the 


expenditure of £100,000,000 and the loss. 
of thousands of lives they have only 
created a political problem infinitely 
harder than that which they had 
to solve before the war began, 
why, of course, it would be more than 
human nature could bear. That is why 
they dare not face the facts. That is 
why they shut their eyes to truths which 
That is. 
why they will go on groping in the dark. 
If they did but dare to face what is the 
truth there would be a little possibility 
that they might evolve some degree of 
order out of the chaos they have created. 
The problem, I admit, is a cruel and hard 
one. It is possibly insoluble ; I think it 
may be insoluble ; but at least we have 


0 Second Day. 
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got to try to solve it. 
’ must have a little courage. It is all very 
well to talk about courage in the field. 
That has never been lacking on the part 
of Englishmen. We now need something 


more than that, something more rare; 
‘leaders, and also to give them some im- 


~-we need political courage. I know there 
is real and grave danger in extending any 
‘large measure of political rights to a 
‘people just emerging from a cruel and 
‘devastating war. But there is danger in 
-every course, and the only question we 
have to consider is which is the course 


with least danger and most honour. [| 


{COMMONS} 


For that task we | from our military muddling. 


-and simply rely upon force. 
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Unless we 
are prepared to offer something more 
than mere vague assurances, and to offer 
definite terms and conditions to the indi- 
vidual who will surrender, and to the 
whole of these armed bands, including the 


mediate instalment of self-government, so 
that they may see we are in earnest, we 
may as well give up the whole business, 
The powers 


‘of this country are almost unlimited, and 


' 


-say without hesitation that the only 


course consonant with honour, and at the 
same time the safest—though it is not 
free from danger—is to grant to these 
people at once a large measure of self- 
‘government, to run the risk, to give them 
at least a foretaste of what you say you 
have in store for them. What are these 
people to think when the Prime Minister 
states in the House of Lords that it may 
be generations before they receive this 
self-government? If we wait for genera- 
tions, if we wait for one generation, what 
prospect is there that we shall ever be 
able to grant it? This thing will not 
grow easier, and unless we are prepared 
now and here to make a beginning I be- 
lieve the time will never come when we 
shall feel it to be safe to extend to these 
people the liberties of which we talk so 
much, but are prepared to concede so 
little. We have reached one of the 
turning points in this long business, and I 
am glad there is at least some sign that 
the Government are prepared—and I 
trust the administration in South Africa 
are also prepared—to look at matters ina 


' necessary. 


different light. But it is useless to indulge | 


in mere generalities and the expression of 
good intentions. [Ironical Ministerial 
cheers.] Well, if hon. Gentlemen think I 
have been too general I shall be only too 
delighted if they will give me the oppor- 
tunity of being more particular. You 
have got to approach this matter in a 
broad and courageous spirit. It is not 
for me—the House would not listen to me 
i I did—to draw up an elaborate scheme 
of self-government. I would say this, if 
you begin with a Crown colony you will 
end with a Crown colony. Yon will 
never get any further. But I suppose 
the matter is past praying for. We 
shall doubtless muddle along as we 
have muddled along before, but I do not 


the spirit of our people is so great that 
we are prepared to go through any 
calamities rather than surrender in a 
cause which we believe to be just and 
[Ministerial cheers.| I am 
quite prepared to credit hon. Gentlemen 
opposite with holding that conviction. 
All I appeal for is that they will en- 
deavour to look at the facts fairly and 
squarely. Every day disproves some pro- 
phecy to which they have given credence, 
and shows that they have miscalculated 
every military, moral, and political force 
with which they had to deal. It is now 
time that they should try to realise things 
as they are in order that they may not 
plunge the country further into an abyss 
of disaster and disgrace. 

*Mr. KEDR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): Tam one of those who have been 
saying things outside the House about 
the war because I happen to hold strong 
opinions concerning it. I am opposed to 
all war in the abstract. The civilisation 
and the Christianity of the nineteenth 
century should have produced some other 
method of settling disputes than an appeal 
to brute force. But apart from that general 
predilection, I am opposed to this war in 
particular on two main grounds ; first, 
because I convinced myself, by as careful 
a study as time and circumstances would 
permit, of the literature relating to the 
history of South Africa, and of the con- 
duct of the negotiations which preceded 
the war, that the war was unnecessary 
and unjust ; and, secondly, because I also 
convinced myself that the war would 
have an effect the exact opposite of that 
intended—that so far from extending the 
Empire the inevitable result must be 
the curtailing of the Empire. You 
cannot build up an Empire _ of 
free peoples by force. You may hold 
coloured races and undeveloped peoples 


in subjection by force, but you cannot 


hold Europeans, with all the strength 


think we shall get from our politica] | which an agricultural life gives, under the 
muddling much more advantage than conditions existing in South Africa. It is 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 
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nota question of the Transvaal which is now 
at stake. We are face to face with not 
only the possibility but the probability of 
the loss of South Africa. The Dutch of 
the Cape, it will not be denied, were 
loyal subjects of the Queen previous to 


the outbreak of the present war. To- | 


day, as one old Dutch clergyman ex- 
pressed it, they are loyal because they 
are compelled to be. There is all the 


difference in the world between a loyalty | 


held by compulsion and a loyalty the 
outcome of respect, esteem, and affection. 


If the war in the Transvaal cost nothing | 


else than the loss of the loyalty of the 
Cape Dutch, that would have been a 
price far too great to have paid for any 
advantages the Transvaal is likely to 
bring. I have special pleasure in having 
the opportunity of being in the House on 
the evening which marks the beginning 
of a new departure in our South African 
policy. 


have wished, since a change had been 


agreed upon, as it evidently had, 
that it might have been a more 
generous change. Much has been ' 


said as to the encouragement which those 
holding my own opimons concerning the 
war have given to the Boers to continue 
fighting by expressing their sympathy 
with them, but I venture to submit to the 
House that even if all that has been said 
in that respect be true it has not given 
one tithe of the encouragement to con- 
tinue fighting which the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary to-night will give. When the news 
filters through that at length the Cabinet 
has condescended to abandon its rigid 
attitude of unbending determination to 
insist upon unconditional surrender on 
the part of men in the field, the predomi- 
nant feeling in the minds of those men 
will be the old military maxim, “ Keep 
the enemy on the run.” They will feel 
that they have gained half their battle, 
and that they only require to continue 
fighting long enough to achieve the end 
they have in view. But apart altogether 
from this view of the matter, I regret 
exceedingly the method which is to be 
adopted to have the new proposals 
brought under the notice of the men who 
we still fighting. It seems that the old 
policy is to be continued of sending out 
semi-authorised messengers, male and 
iemale, to beg and appeal to the leaders 


of the Boers to surrender their arms. | 
Failure has attached itself to that policy | 


{7 DECEMBER 1900} 


Like preceding speakers, I could | 
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undertaken by the Government in con” 
nection with the war, and failure must 
again dog the footsteps of any like 
attempt. The tributes paid to the Boers 
to-night and last evening convinced the 
House, if it required convincing, that 
the men who are in the field against us 
are not merely men of courage but men of 
honour and self-respect. They are fight- 
ing probably as much for the principle of 
being treated as men as from any other 
cause. These men are patriots in the fullest 
sense of the word. You ought to ask for 
an armistice between the contending 
forces to enable the terms of peace to be 
discussed. If! the House desires, and if 
the Government desire, that the Boers 
shall cease fighting ; if they desire to give 
the new terms an opportunity of being 
considered on their merits, the Govern- 
ment should go the length of declaring 
to those men now in the field an armistice 
for one month to give the terms an 
opportunity of being considered. If it is 
said that that would compromise the 
dignity of this nation, my reply is that, 
with regard to this war, the nation has 
no longer any dignity to compromise. 
In the end the war must come to this, 
and the sooner this advice is accepted and 
acted upon the better it will be for our- 
selves and for them. Some things have 
been said to-night concerning the conduct 
of the war, especially in relation to the 
burning of farms. But before I pass on 
to that question I should like to call the 
attention of the occupants of the front 
Government Bench to two questions in 
connection with the administration of 
affairs in South Africa, to which 
I shall ask for an_ explanation. 
There is first of all the statement repeated 
over and over again-—and, so far as I am 
aware, it has not yet been officially con- 
tradicted—that conscription is being en- 
forced at Johannesburg. I desire to 
know upon what authority Sir Alfred 
Milner is enforcing conscription upon 
British subjects as a condition to being 
allowed to return to what is nominally 
British territory. Is he acting according 
to law, and, if so, what law ? If Sir Alfred 
Milner is not acting under law, I wish to 
know will he be prevented from taking 
one more downward step in his mad 
career? A great conference of the Dutch 
people has recently been held at Wor- 
cester, and we have been told that a great 
number of troops have gathered in the 
locality to preserve the peace. Those 


in the past as it has to every other’ who, like myself, take part occasionally 
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in labour disputes know exactly what 
that means. In this case not only have 
the troops been called in to preserve the 
peace, but cannon have been mounted 
on all the surrounding hills commanding 
the open space in which the meetings are 
being held. And why? These people 
are British subjects. They are meet- 
ing together unarmed, as they have a 
constitutional right to do, to discuss 
matters of grave public importance 
affecting them and _ affecting us, 
and why do we permit this insult, this 
incitation to rebellion, to be held out to 
these men as is done by the mounting of 
guns in the manner I have stated! I 
will now pass to the other part of my re- 
marks, chiefly with regard to the burning 
of the farms. I want to submit to the 
House that, in this regard, as in some 
others, the proclamations of Lord Roberts 
and our other generals, if not illegal, at 
least are contrary to the provisions of the 
Hague Convention for the carrying on of 
war between civilised countries. Article 
4 of that Convention provides in regard 
to prisoners of war— 

“ All their personal belongings except arms, 
horses, and military papers, remain their 
property.” 

*Mr. SPEAKER : If the hon. Member 
looks at the Amendment he will see that 
a discussion as to whether the war has 
been carried on according the provisions 
of the Hague Convention does not come 
within the terms of the question before 
the House, and is not relevant. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I thought that, 
as several other speakers had been allowed 
to go rather wide of the subject, the 
same licence would have been granted to 
me. I do not know that I have any more 
to say in regard to the terms of settle- 
ment. I feel very strongly with regard 
to the opinion expressed by some of the 


previous speakers that this war will not | 


end short of the restoration of inde- 
pendence to the two Republics. There is 
one feature of the proposed settlement to 
whieh I should like to call attention for a 
few minutes. 
to be a distinction between the form of 
Government offered to the Transvaal Re- 
public and that which will be offered to 
the Orange Free State. We have not 


been told why this distinction is to be | 
who support the Boers on both sides of the 


made. In the Orange Free State there 
are no gold mines, and no mine specu- 
lators to dictate the terms of peace and 
the form which the Government of the 
country shall assume. In the Transvaal, 


My. Keir Hardie. 
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‘the men who forced the war upon the 


We are told that there is | 
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nation will see to it that when the settle- 
ment comes, in so far as they can affect 


that settlement, it will be in their interest, 


and thus we havea fresh incentive to the 
Boers to continue fighting to the bitter 
end. One further statement made ap- 
pertaining to the settlement was that of 
giving compensation to the Boers whose 
farms have been destroyed. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary has stated that he believes 
the numbers in regard to farms de- 
stroyed have been very much exagge- 
rated, and that the farms are not 
of much value. So far as my information 
goes—and I have tried to find out the 
truth—the number of farms burned in 
the two States number between 1,200 
and 1,500. The hon. Member for the 
Eeelesall Division of Sheftield has told us 
that most of these farms would cost very 
little to rebuild. If that he so, then the 
cost of compensating the Boers would not 
be so great as has heen stated. But there 
is another side to this question. The war 
is now costing us £1,500,000 per week, 
and it may dragon for months. Now one 
month’s cost of the war would more than 
compensate all the losses sustained hy the 
destruction of property. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer desires to study economy 
he should support this proposition to 
pay compensation, if by that means the 
war might be brought to an end. [do 
not think I have any more to say in 
regard to the settlement, although I shall, 
later on, have more to say on other 
aspects of the war, for I have no intention 
whatever of modifying the views which ] 
have given expression to outside of this 
House simply to meet the convenience 
of hon. Gentlemen inside the House. I 
believe that the nation was lied into the 
war, bluffed through the war, and tricked 
into endorsing the policy of the war 
before it had time to recover its sanity. 
We have been told that the war was under- 
taken in order to “wipe something off a 
slate,” but unless a better settlement is 
proposed we shall have to put something 
else on to the slate. All that has been 





wiped out up to the present has been the 


finest act of moral courage that was ever 
shown by a British statesman in settling a 
question of international politics. If those 


House had but the moral courage and the 
insight of the late Mr. Gladstone, who 
knew the right and had the courage to do 
the right in the face of public clamour, 
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our troubles in South Africa would grow 
less, and the outlook there would not be 
so gloomy. I will conclude by saying 
that I am delighted to find that the party 
opposite, with its big 
beginning to see a glimmer of the fact 
that the Boers cannot be defeated, and 


the British Empire, with all its power, or upo 
of which was thoroughly explained to the 


has pitted itself in vain against the people 
of those two Republics. What you are 
dealing with are men, and not machines, 
which have been demoralised, debilitated, 
an degraded by a bad system of com- 
mercialism. They were free men, and 
they are people who love freedom. I 
shall therefore endeavour inside the 
House, as I have endeavoured outside, to 
go educate the nation to my views that 
even the strongest Government of modern 
times—-which is already weak at the 


knee-—will be compelled to concede to’ 


these two Republics the only form of 
settlement which can be accepted by 
them, and that is the complete restora- 
tion of their independence. 

*Mnr. EMMOTT : I think it is generally 
agreed that the reply of the Colonial 
Secretary has been so sympathetic in 
tone and so generally satisfactory that it 
would be a pity to divide the House on 
the Amendment which I have moved. I 
have therefore pleasure in accepting the 
advice of the Leader of the Opposition, 
and IT ask the leave of the House to with- 
draw. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question again proposed. 
BRITISH INTERESTS IN CHINA. 

*\n. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I rise to propose the 
Amendment to the Address standing in 
my name. Having regard to the grave 


«crisis still confronting us in the Far East, 


it appeared to me incredible that neither in 
the speech of the hon. Member who moved 
the Address, nor in the speech of the hon. 
Member who seconded it, was there the 
slightest reference to the situation in 
China. Although Parliament has been 
called together in special session for the 
sole purpose of providing the necessary 
money tor the carrying on of military 
operations in South Africa and in China, 
even the right hon. Gentleman the First. 
Lord of the Treasury concluded his 
speech and sat down without making the 
slightest reference to the important crisis | 
with which we are face to face in the 
It is true that 
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when the right hon. Gentleman’s atten- 
tion was called to this grave omission he 
did make some slight reference to the 
question. He said: “Oh, yes; papers will, I 
suppose, be laid on the subject of China, 
Meanwhile, I do not know that there is 
anything bearing on policy to mention, 
or upon our military operations, the digest 


House when the former Vote was taken.” 
But since the House separated a great 
deal has taken place in China. We have 
had the Anglo-German Agreement con- 
cluded. The object of that agreement is 
stated to be the desire on the part of 
Great Britain and Germany to maintain 
their interests in China and their rights 
in existing treaties. It sets forth in that 
agreement that 

“It is a matter of joint and permanent 

international interest that the ports on the 
rivers and littoral of China should remain free 
and open to trade, and to every other legiti- 
inate form of economie activity, for the 
nationals of all countries without distinetion ; 
and the two Governments agree on their part 
to uphold the same for all Chinese territory as 
far as they can exercise influence.” 
If the Anglo-German Agreement conferred 
equal rights and privileges upon both of 
the contracting parties then, speaking 
personally, I should say that it was a step 
in the right direction. But when we 
come to examine that agreement, and try 
to gain some knowledge of what is meant 
by the maintaining of their rights and 
their interests in existing treaties ; when 
we come to interpret that by the language 
used by Count von Bulow in the German 
Reichstag, we find that it does not confer 
equal rights and privileges. Count von 
Bulow said--- 

“It is our desire, and it is our intention, to 
stick to the basis of the Treaty of 6th March, 
1898, and not to go beyond this Treaty.” 
When we remember that that is a secret 
treaty between Germany and China, and 
that it has reference to the great province 
of Shantung, with its 30,000,000 of popu- 
lation, then we begin to see and wonder 
whether those equal and mutual rights 
throughout the Chinese Empire are 
secured to England as well as to Germany 
under this Anglo-German Agreement. 
The full details of the agreement between 
Germany and China have not yet trans- 
pired, but we do know that that agree- 
ment secures for Germany exclusive pre- 
ferential rights in the matter of railway 
construction and industrial and com- 
mercial enterprises. When this Anglo- 
German Agreement was announced to the 
Second Day. 
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world, the two Governments sought to } 
get the adhesion and the concurrence of | 
the several great Powers interested in| 
China to the principles laid down in that 
agreement which I have cited. If I may 
be allowed, [ wish to offer my congratu- 
lations to the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs upon his appointment 
to that most important and responsible 
position, in which I am certain he will 
give his most conscientious and earnest 
efforts to the duties with satisfaction and 
benefit to the Empire. We need in this 
House more information in regard to the 
present commercial and political situation 
in China, and I would ask the Under 
Secretary to-night to give, as far as 
he can, information to the House in 
regard to the several matters which I am 
now raising. I wish to know how far 
the Anglo-German Agreement and the 
seeking of the assent of Russia to the 
principles laid down in that Agreement 
atiect the Anglo-Russian Agreement con- 
cluded some time ago, which conceded to 
Russia exclusive rights in the matter of 
railway construction north of the Great 
Wall of China, and which equally con- 
ceded to Great Britain similar exclusive 
rights in the matter of railway construc- 
tion in the Yang-tsze region. Under this 
Anglo-German Agreement we accord to all 
the nations of the earth who become 
parties to it equal rights with ourselves 
in the matter of railway construction, in 
the undertaking of industrial and com- 
mercial enterprises, and trade generally 
by what we know as the open door. 
Therefore, it appears to me that so far as 
the assent of Russia to the principles of 
this Anglo-German Agreement is con- 
cerned, and to the policy indicated in it—the 
policy of equality of trade and of terri- 
torial integrity in China—I am afraid those 
principles are evaded by the fact that it 
is only a partial obligation with Russia 
under her existing treaty rights with 
China. She will enjoy preferential rights 
in the great districts of Manchuria on the 
one hand, and Germany will continue to 
enjoy preferential rights in the province 
of Shantung on the other hand. There- 
fore, as far as we are concerned, all this 
Anglo-German Agreement does is to give ; 
away something on the one hand, and 
receive nothing back for it on the other 
hand. We have accorded to all the. 
nations of the earth equal rights in our , 
special sphere of influence, whereas we 
have confirmed by this agreement pre- 
ferential rights in favour of Germany in 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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Shantung, and in favour of Russia in 
Manchuria. We have had, on the part of 
France, a general statement in favour of 
the open door. On the part of the 
United States of America we have had a 
declaration which, I venture to say, is of 
the most satisfactory character. It is a 
clear and definite announcement of a 
policy which I hope will be followed. 
by Her Majesty’s Government. The 
American policy in regard to China is. 
stated to be— 

“To seek a solution which may bring per- 
manent safety and peace to China, preserve 
Chinese territorial and administrative entit 
protect all rights guaranteed to friendly 
Powers by treaty and international law, and 
safeguard for the world the principle of equal 
and impartial trade with all parts of the 
Empire. 

That is a declaration of policy which 
represents exactly what Great Britsin 
desires toi have in China, and I only hope 
that there will be concerted action on the 
part of Her Majesty’s Government, espe- 
cially with the United States of America, 
in furtherance of this just and equitable 
policy. Now the Americans also held a 
strong view in regard to the question of 
indemnity. It appears to me that it 
would be a short-sighted policy on the 
pert of Her Majesty’s Government if they 
supported Germany, or any other nation, 
which makes excessive demands in the 
matter of financial indemnity from the 
Government of China. It is of much 
more importance to us that in the 
settlement of the China question which 
concerns us to-day, we should have 
such a rearrangement of commercial 
treaties as would give the Chinese Govern- 
ment a largely increased revenue that 
would enable them to pay their officials 
properly, and thus prevent the necessity 
of them appropriating funds passing: 
through their hands. We could very 
reasonably ask China to allocate a certain 
proportion of money for the improve- 
ment, under an interpational Conservancy 
Board, of the great commercial arteries 
of China, the great waterways, by the 
removal of obstructions to navigation. 
Not only this, but we should have as one 
of the main conditions of the final se‘tle- 
ment in China the opening of the inland 
waterways of that great Empire freely 
and completely to the trade of all nations. 
We well know that it was announced in. 
this House with a flourish of trumpets. 
that an agreement had been come to with. 
the Chinese Government that the inland. 


‘waterways of China were to be opened so: 
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that British ships could take British goods 
to every riverside town and station in 
China. But now it is within the knowledge 
of the House that that agreement, so ex- 
cellent as it appeared to be, has proved to 


be practically a dead letter. When the | 
late British Minister at Peking was enter- | 


tained before he left England, he spoke 
very strongly of the great advantage of 
the opening of the West River to the 
trade and commerce of Great Britain. I 
have just received a communication from 
one leading commercial firm interested in 
trade on the West River, which states 
that owing to the restrictive regulations 
and differential treatment accorded to 
British vessels on the West River, the 
shipping companies of Hong Kong have 
withdrawn all their vessels and have seld 
them, and that that has left the British 
flag practically unrepresented in these 
waters. That is a very serious position 
of affairs, commercially considered, for 
the British subjects who have invested a 
considerable amount of money in the 
uilding of steamers especially to conduct 
commercial operations on the West 
River. What I would urge upon Her 
Majesty’s Government in connection with 
the settlement which they have to make 
in China is that their best endeavours 
should be used, so that the opening up of 
the inland waterways to trade should be 
fully accomplished on just and equitable 
lines, in order that the trade of the civi- 
lised world with the Chinese Empire may 
be developed and increased, and that 
we, as Britishers, may enjoy a fair share 
of the increase which is possible in con- 
nection with that trade. There is another 
question that I should like to refer to, 
and regarding which I desire to have as 
much information as tne Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs is in a posi- 
tion, with due regard to‘ the public 
interest, to give to the House. It is the 
question of the railway from Tong Ku, 
thrcugh Tientsin to Peking, and from 
Tong Ku to Shan-hai- Kwan and 
Niu-chwang. It is within the 
knowledge of the House that this 
railway was built with British capital, 
and that the original agreement which 
gave to those who advanced the money a 
mortgage over the line which was being 
constructed from Shanghai towards Niu- 
chwang was, by the intervention or 
interference of Russia, altered, so that 
by the agreement with Russia the security 
of British investors was limited to that 
portion of the railway south of the Great 
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Wall of China. What came to many as 
a great surprise was that. Her Majesty’s. 
Government should in some way or 
other have so weakly upheld the rghts 
and interests of British subjects that the 
manager of that railway and his officials. 
have been entirely pushed on one side,. 
and that the railway to-day is under the 
control of Russians end Germans. Though’ 
we understand that in case of military 
exigency some arrangement of this kind 
might be temporarily necessary, what 
I cannot understand is the information 
which comes to me that the Russians. 
have actually painted engines bought by 
British capital in the Russian colours ; 
that they have altered the names of the 
railway stations and signal cabins. 
into the Russian language, and any 
person travelling to-day over the railway 
would naturally regard it as a Russian 
line. I hope that the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs will be able 
to reassure us that this control by 
Russia of that railway is a very tem- 
porary matter, and that the Government 
have received the fullest assurances that 
when military exigences disappear the 
railway will be restored to the control of 
its rightful owners. A telegram appeared. 
in The Times on December 4th, which 
stated that by the imperative order of the 
Czar the Russians were handing over the 
Shan-hai-Kwan Railway to the Germans. 
If that is so, it may be a convenient way 
of having the railway passed over to the 
control of the late manager and the 
officials under him. That would be a very 
satisfactory ending to this matter. I only 
desire to have information on this very 
important question because I cannot 
forget that the Russians interfered and 
altered the terms of the contract under 
which money was advanced to the 
Chinese Government for the construction 
of this railway, and that the Foreign 
Office took a note of the transaction 
and allowed the fact that it had 
taken a note of it to be introduced 
into the prospectus on the strength of 
which the British public were asked to 
invest theirmoney. Therefore, in regard 
to this railway, there rests upon Her 
Majesty’s Government a special respon- 
sibility to support the just rights and 
interests of British subjects who have 
invested their money init. I do not say 
that they have not taken all reasonable 
steps to uphold these rights and interests, 
but that at the present moment we are 
without information on the subject, and 
Second Day. 
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itis information, so far as it can be given, 
that _Idesire. Not only are the Russians in 
contro] of the Shan-hai-K wan line, but it is 
also reported that they have transported 
railway material and rolling stock bought 
with the money of British investors to Man- 
churia, and that they are utilising it there 
for their own purposes. There is another 
question upon which I should like some 
information from the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, and that is the 
question of the Niu-chwang. 
only treaty port, unless we consider 
Talienwan a treaty port, that there 
is in the great province of Manchuria, 
where there are enormous possibilities 
of trade expansion. With Niu-chwang 


British subjects already do a_ trade 
amounting to £3,000,000 sterling a 
year. What has happened there? 1 


may say, Mr. Speaker, that one advantage 
of the trip I recentiy made to China is 
that though we have had no Papers laid 
on the Table of the House for months and 
months, I have had weekly letters from 


the best informed men in various parts of | 


China, and I am in a position to know 
something of what has been occurring in 
Manchuria, in Peking, in the Yang-tsze 
Valley, and in Southern China, beyond, 
perhaps, what is in the possession of any 
other Member of the Honse. What 
happened in Niu-chwang! We had it 
from the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs last night that the 
Boxers were active in the neighbour- 
hood of Niu-chwang, and that there 
arose a military necessity for the Russians 
to enter on the military control of 
Niu-chwang, and that they were justified 
in assuming the civil administration of 
the city. But all] can say is that the 
treaty consuls in Niu-chwang drew up a 
strong protest against the action of the 
Russian military authorities in attacking 
a stockade without their knowledge and 
sanction. What were the facts with 
regard to the attack of the Russians on 
Nin-chwang! The Russian — soldiers 
opened fire without any attack whatever 
having been made upon them by the 
Chinese soldiers, who were men lent by 
General Hu to the taotai of Niu-chwang, 
and who bad been the garrison in that 
stockade ever since the time of the Chino- 
Japanese war. The Russians attacked 
that stockade, they shelled the city of 
Niu-chwang, and I have it from residents 
in Niu-chwang that but for the strong 
intervention and protest not only of the 
‘foreign residents in Niu-chwang but even 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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from the Russian residents themselves, 
the inhabitants of the city would have 
been practically massacred by the Russian 
soldiers. One letter stated that the 
Russian behaviour was simply revolting, 
and that had it not been for the 
intervention of the English and of a 
few Russians there would have heen a 
general massacre in Niu-chwang, and that 
in the villages round innocent people had 
been killed and violated on all sides. I 
am sure that in view of information like 
this the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs will modify his view as to 
the origin of the Russian occupation and 
administration of Niun-chwang. Another 
letter from one of the most responsible 
merchants in Niu-chwang states that the 
Russian soldiers, especially the Cossacks, 
were worse than wild heasts: that 
women were butchered, that children 
three or four years of age were bayo- 
netted, and that men, women, and chil- 
dren were slaughtered indiscriminately. 
When demands are made on China for 
the cutting off of the heads of generals and 
high officials I would have it remembered 
that at any rate there are many Euro- 
peans who ave not in a position to throw 
stones at the Chinese. The accounts 
which [ have read are from men on the 
spot, who know all about what has taken 
place, and whose statements I can confi- 
dently rely upon. With regard to the 
assumption of the civil and military ad- 
ministration of Niu-chwang | have already 
read to the House the fact that the treaty 
consuls protested against the action of 
the Russians, which was taken without 
any consultation with the consuls of the 
other Powers, who have equal treaty 
rights with Russia. The following pro- 
clamation was issued by Vice-Admiral 
Alexieff on the 9th of August, 1{00— 
“Thiave the honour to inform you hereby 
that Mr. Ostroveskhow las been intru-ted 
with the temporary civil administration of 
the city, with the title of Civil Administrator, 
this appointment to be submitted to Imperial 
sanction. Mr. Ostroveskhow has received 
from me the necessary directions for this 
purpose, as wel] as written regulations. . . . 
“Captain Clapier de Colongue is appointed 
Commandant of Niu-chwang. He will com- 
mand the garrison, and have charge of the 
land and river defence of the city. The details 
of this organisation are exposed in special 
regulations for the provisional administration, 
and Mr. Ostroveskhow will not fail to com- 
municate them to you in due time.” 


This was done without any previous con- 
sultation whatever with the consuls of 
the other Powers enjoying equal rights 
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with the Russians in the treaty port of 
Niu-chwang. The House will notice that | 
the appointment of the Russian Civil | 
Commissioner was made subject to the | 
sanction of the Russian Government, and | 
not subject to the consent of the consuls | 
of other Powers. It will be seen that. 
the necessary regulations for the civil 


Civil Commissioner were to be framed | 
by the Russian admiral on _ his 
own initiative entirely. The House 
will also notice that the  pro- 
clamation announced the appointment of 
a Russian military commandant to take , 
charge of the city, and that the detail of 
this organisation was exposed in special 
regulations which had been drawn up by 
the Russian admiral without any consul- 
tation with the other consuls. Thus the 
House will see how completely the 
British Consul at Niu-chwang has been 
ignored by the Russians, and that this 
important treaty port, with which the 
British Empire does a trade of not less 
than three millions sterling annually, has 
passed not only under the civil admini- 


.stration, but also entirely under the mili- 


tary control of Russia alone. The 
merchants of Niu-chwang repeatedly tele- 
graphed to the admiral on the station 
to send a British gunboat to Niu-chwang 
to uphold the just rights and interests 
A gunboat was eventually 
sent, but it remained in Niu-chwang only 
two days, and with its leaving the power 
of the British residents to uphold their 
rights and interests naturally suffered. 
Then as to Manchuria itself, it is known 
that the Chinese have been invited by the 
Russians to resume the civil administra- 
tion of Manchuria under Russian protec- 
tion. Now the question is, what does 
that mean! My own belief is that Russia 
to-day is in military occupation of Man- 
chunia, and will remain in military 
occupation of Manchuria for all time. 
What we have to face is the fear that the 
Anglo-German Agreement, contravening 
as it does, as far as Russia is concerned, 
the Anglo-Russian Agreement, and the 
principle of the open door or equality of 
opportunity for trade, and for under- 
taking all commercial and industrial 
enterprises equally on the part of all 
nations in China may be rendered 


applicable to only a portion of China. | 
hope the interpretation which I have put 
upon that agreement may be shown by 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs to be a 


mistaken one. It is 
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supported, however, by the evidence I[ 
have and by the policy deelared both in 
the German Reichstag and also in the 
French House of Assembly and by the 
references in the German press which state 
that the agreement is not intended to 
cause Germany to interfere with Russian 


‘aims and aspirations in Northern China 
in the slightest degree. 


We have a con- 
siderable number of troops in Northern 
China. We have nearly 20,000 Indian 
troops in the whole of China, and we are 
told we have some 7,500 troops in 
Northern China. What I should like to 
know is, when the Government is seek- 
ing from this House further money 
for the conduct of operations in China, 
why it is that these 7,500 troops in 
Northern China were not occupied in pro- 
tecting the property of British subjects 
instead of being engaged in pursuing com- 
panies of Boxers allover the country! This 
question of the upholding of our just com- 
mercial and political interests in China is 
no small question. We have been told 
by the late Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, in answer to a question, 
that a total foreign trade of £70,000,000 
sterling is done with the Chinese 
Empire, and that the British Empire 
has not less than £43,000,000 sterling 
of that trade. We know that with 
a population of 400 millions-—almost a 
quarter of the world’s population—in 
China there is practically, under proper 
conditions, an almost unlimited possibility 
in respect of the extension of trade. We 
have heard a great deal since Parliament 
met about South Africa. 1 recognise the 
difficulty that Her Majesty’s Government 
have had to contend with in that country. 
I recognise and do not wish to minimise 
how crippled they have been in regard to 
dealing effectually in the matter of up- 
holding our just rights and interests in 
China by the fact that at least 200,000 
soldiers are locked up in South Africa ; 
but though our soldiers are locked up in 
South Africa I say it is disereditable to 
us, doing as we do more trade with China 
than the whole of the other nations put 
together, and professing as we do profess 
that with the naval forces at our com- 
mand we have control of the seas of the 
world, that our naval force on the China 
station to-day is only third, instead of 
first, in point of power. And if our 
soldiers are kept in South Africa support- 
ing our interests there, I say it is neglect 
on the part of Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment that our naval force in 
Second Day. 
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China was not equal to the occasion, 
and that when our interests ought to 


have been upheld in such an important ' 


commercial centre as Niu-chwang that 
port was left for months together with- 
out even a gunboat. I think when the 
House is now asked to find this money 
for the conduct of operations in China 
that we have a right to require that Her 
Majesty’s Government shall give us an 
assurance that more adequate measures 
will be taken to uphold our vast com- 
mercial interests in that great empire, 


and that in connection with the settle- | 


ment which we hope will be speedily 
arrived at Her Majesty’s Government 
will take care that no unjust demands are 
made on the Chinese, who, after all, have 
shown themselves patriotic. The Russians 
and the Germans have seized Chinese 
territory, and can we blame the Chinese 


when, even under the name of Boxers, | 


they band themselves together and en- 
deavour to expel the intruders? We 
know that when the allied forces entered 
Peking, practically unresisted, most 
shockingly disgraceful outrages were per- 
petrated hy the so-called civilised and 
Christian forces of Europe. Therefore, I 
say we are not in 
throw stones at the Chinese, even 
though they have treated — mis- 
sionaries and even women in a manner 
which we must alldeplore. I hope, how- 


ever, that in the settlement which Her | 


Majesty's Government have to effect 
they will make no demands on the 
Chinese for the decapitation of generals 
or high officials in that empire. We 
ought to seek to include in that settle- 
ment measures to advance the commercial 
interests of this country by the opening 
up of China to trade. Our policy ought 
to be as was announced by Her Majesty's 
Government, the preservation of China 
for the Chinese and the opening up of 
their country equally to the trade of all 
nations. I am sure that if Her Majesty’s 
Government pursue that policy and 
exercise a wise moderation in their action 
and attitude towards the Chinese in this 
particular crisis they will have the swp- 
port of the whole British nation irrespec- 
tive of party. 
ment which stands in my name. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (bristol, 
E.): The importance of the subject and 
the extent of the operations which have 
taken place in China deserve a rather 
more lengthy reference than was made 

Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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| policies at considerable length. 


a position to' 


I heg to move the Amend- | 
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either in the Queen’s Speech or in the 
remarks of the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs. The fact that the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs only referred to one isolated part 
of these operations is all the more re- 
markable, because in the Parliaments of 
the other countries chiefly interested —— 

THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): Why were 
not questions put to me ? 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: In each 
of the foreign Parliaments the Minister re- 


sponsible for the Foreign Office availed 


himself of the opportunity afforded by a 
question having reference to one or two 
matters to dilate at some considerable 
length on the policy which his country had 
thought fit to enter on with regard to the 
position in China. The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs did not take 
any such opportunity, and it is, I say, all 
the more remarkable because the Ministers 
of other countries had dilated on their 
In the 
German Reichstag the Minister not only 
made a detailed and lengthy statement 
of what the German policy was going to 
be, but in the German House of Repre- 
sentatives a memorandum was_ issued 
dealing at great length with the objects 
with which the German expedition had 
been sent out. It was stated, first of all, 
that the policy of the German Govern- 
ment would be directed to promoting 
the interests of Germany ; no matter what 
might be the interests of other countries, 
that particular attention would be given 
to the interest of German commerce 
generally, and that particular care would 
be taken of German mining and railway 
interests. These promises have been 
practically fulfilled to the letter. A very 
tew weeks ago the Germans entered into 
what we have always regarded as our 
particular sphere of interest-—-the Yang- 
tsze Valley—-and appointed consuls for 
commercial purposes in that region. 
While we have always claimed almost 
exclusive interests in the Yang-tsze 
Valley, the Germans have been very par- 
ticular in refusing to acknowledge our 
special influence in that region. But the 
German Reichstag is not the only House 
of Representatives in Europe in which 
Chinese policy was declared during the last 
few weeks. Take the French Chamber of 
Deputies. M. Delcassé went out of his 
way not only to state at great length 
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French policy in China, but he also de- 
tailed at considerable length the military 
operations in which the French troops 
were engaged. We in this country have 
been obliged to he content with de- 
spatches sent from the seat of war re- 
lating to more or less isolated achieve- 
ments of the troops themselves, whereas 
the French people are told not only 
details of the engagements in which the 
French troops were concerned, but also 
what the future military operations were to. 
be. No such information has been given to 
this House, either when the expedition 
went out to China or when the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
spoke on Thursday. But the French 
Foreign Minister has even gone further. 
Not only has he told the French Chamber 
what the French Government are going 
to do, but he has made a special proposal 
to the allied forces in China as to what 
the policy of the Concert of Europe 
should be. The principles of that pro- 
posal were four in number: that proper 
reparation and punishment should be 


dealt out for past offences, that 
adequate compensation should — be 
paid, that such offences should not 


take place in future, that sufficient in- 
demnity should he paid for the losses sus- 
tained by European residents in China, 
and that a sufticient force should be re- 
tained to prevent the recurrence of the 
late unhappy events. The British 
Government have given no indication be- 
yond the Anglo-German Agreement to the 
Concert of Europe as to what they pro- 
pose to do. The French and German 
Governments have each laid down their 
policy, and America has not been behind 
in that respect. The American President 
in his address dealt at very great length 
on the policy of the American Govern- 
ment with regard to China, and I cannot 
for the life of me see what considerations 
there are which can prevent the English 
Government following suit in this matter. 
I wish to draw attention to the circum- 
stances under which the Vote was granted 
last session. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer asked the House to vote him 
three millions of money, and he divided 
that sum into three portions— one portion 
amounting to one and a half million was 
to be devoted to the expenses of the war 
—the second portion of half a million was 
to provide for any contingencies 
which might arise with regard to| 
the expeditions from India to China, 
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--and the third 
million was to be what he termed 
his second line of defence. That line of 
defence has been swallowed up by the 
expense of the present expedition, and | 
think it is worthy of notice by this House: 
that the same want of provision which 
prevailed with regard to South Africa has 
also been noticeable in connection with 
the Chinese expedition. Everyone will 
admit that the despatch of forces was 
imperative, but I venture to submit that 
an approximate estimate of the cost of 
the expedition was not less imperative. 
Certainly, pledges were given on the: 
2nd of August last as to what the policy 
of the Government should be with regard 
to this expedition. We were told that 
we were to maintain a leading position in 
China due to ow’ past position in that 
country, to the enormous trade we did 
with the Chinese, and to the general 
interests which we had in the develop- 
ment of Eastern countries. I do not 
think that anyone who has listened to. 
the hon. Gentleman, and who has closely 
followed what has occurred in China 
during the last four or five months, can 
contend that we hold a leading position. 
in the Concert of Europe. We were also: 
told, and it was a very curious contrast, 
that while on the one hand we were to 
hold the leading position in China 
our poliey was to be a negative one. 
If the Government have not carried out 
the first part of the policy laid down by the 
late Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, there is not the slightest doubt 
that they have fulfilled to the letter the 
second part. We were also told that the: 
Government would resolutely oppose any 
partition of China. That was satisfac- 
tory as far as it went, but as a matter of 
fact, portions of China have been already 
dealt out to various countries. We have 
taken possession, at great cost to our- 
selves, but with no result to our policy, 
of Wei-hai-Wei. There is not a gun 
mounted there. One of the forts we were 
to build is only half finished, and the 
other does not ecntain any defensive 
armaments at all. Russia has practically 
occupied Manchuria, that occupation being, 
according to themselves, only temporary. 
Twenty years ago an expedition was sent 
from this country to take “temporary ” 
possession of Egypt. We are still in Egypt, 
and twenty years hence Russia will still 
be in Manchuria. What we ask is that 
what has been done by Germany, France, 
Second Dry. 


portion of one 
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America, and. Japan should be done by 
this country, and by a_ responsible 
Minister. There is grave danger lest the 
prolongation of negotiations should lead 
not merely to the dissolution of the 
European Concert, but also to the disso- 
lution of European peace. 


Address in -lnsier to 


Amendment proposed— 

“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words— And we humbly represent to your 
Majesty that it is essential that more ade- 
-quate measures should be taken for the safe- 


guarding of the vast commercial and political , 
interests of the British Empire in China; and | 


we further humbly submit that no demand 
should be made on the Chinese Government 
for the punishment of Chinese officials which 
would not be equally imposed in the case of a 
European Power, and also that reparation 
‘should be sought in increased facilities to 
trade rather than by a money indemnity.’ ”-- 
(Wr. Joseph Walton.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


*#Viscount CRANBORNE: The hon. 
‘Gentleman who has just sat down has com- 
plained very much that the Government 
have taken no opportunity to make a 
general statement with regard to their 
policy in China. It was not my good 
fortune to trouble the House of Commons 
with my presence very much in the last 
‘session, but from the usual channel: of 
information I gathered that the subject 
was not absolutely ignored during those 
months, and by referring to records I 
find my right hon. friend who preceded 
me in this ottice made a statement as late 
as Ith August, and a very long and detailed 
statement afew days before that. It is 
really going a very long way to complain 
of the silence of the Government in 
respect of their policy in China. The 
hon. Gentleman expressed surprise that | 
had not taken an opportunity to make « 
general statement of policy. [| will be 
«quite frank with the House. I do not 
think that this is a suitable opportunity 
for making a general statement of policy. 
If any hon. Member desires information, 
of course it is my duty to answer him to 
the best of my ability. That is what I 
am here for. But Iam also entitled to 
imagine that if no hon. Gentleman does 
.ask me a question it is because everyone 


feels, as I do, that the present moment, | 


when negotiations are pending, is not the 
moment to go into detail with regard to 
what is passing in China. The hon. 
Gentleman pointed to the utterances of 
foreign statesmen. J do not think that 


AM; a ( horh s Hobhouse, 
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this House has anything to learn from 
the French Chamber, but if the hon, 
Gentleman will examine the statements 
made by French statesmen he will find, as 
a general rule, that their utterances 
are of a very general character, and 
when looked at very closely do not 
amount to very much. The hon. Mem- 
ber quoted with approval the observa- 
tions of the German statesman who said 
that the German Government would 
study the interests of Germany. If that 
is anything, I will repeat the statement 
in this House, and say that the English 
Government will study the interests of 
England. I do not think any hon. Gen- 
tleman doubts that fora moment. I am 
afraid, therefore, that my observations 
must be of a very general character. 
With respect to Niu-chwang, I «lid not 


‘say last night that there were great 


popular disturbances | said that the 
soxer propaganda had reached there, and 
that there were considerable disturbances, 
I said that the missionarics had retreated 
there, and that the railway officials had 
been driven back within fifteen miles of 
thecity. That may be said to have consti- 
tuted a state of things in which military 
operations might be necessary. The hon. 
Member for Barnsley says that 1 declared 
that those operations were thoroughly 
justified. 1 very careful not to 
express an opinion on the subject. [am 
quite aware that differences of opinion 
may exist on that point ; but it would be 
very rash, without further information, to 
condemn the action of the Russian officer 
in command. The hon. Gentleman said 
that England had been ignored in this 
matter, but he himself told us that the 
English representative in company with 
the representatives of the other Powers 
at once approached the Russian officer. 


Was 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: My state- 
ment was that the proclamation assuming 
for Russia the military and civil adimini- 
stration of Niu-chwang was issued with- 
out the slightest consultation with the 
consuls of the other Powers. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: | know 
that when representations were made to 
the Russian ofticer he told the repre- 
sentatives of the other Powers that 
the occupation was a purely tempo- 
rary one, and would in no way pre- 


judice the rights of other Powers. 
How can it be said, therefore, that 
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Gentlemen try to embitter matters by 
bringing charges which I do not think 
can be substantiated? The hon. Gentle- 
man also asked me auestions on many 
other matters of detail. I venture to 


England was ignored? Why should hon. 


think he was engaged in what was quite | 


a legitimate proceeding in pressing his 
views on the Government, but it is not 


possible for me to tell him what will be | 


the outcome of the railway difficulty in| 
China. I myself am not entitled to take 
anything but a sanguine view, but I 
certainly cannot tell the hon. Gentleman | 
what will be arranged finally as a result 
of the concerted action of the Powers | 
with regard to that matter of the opening | 
of the waterways and the adjustment of 
the revenue. I believe the hon. Gentle- 
man is an authority on these matters, and 
if he seeks to lay his views before the 
Government I can assure him that they 
will receive every consideration. He has 
spoken of the great political and commer- 
cial interests of England, which he says 
ought to be safeguarded. We are doing 
our best for the commercial and political 
interests of England, and being, as we 
are, a great commercial country, the first 
and far away the most pressing matter is 
to restore tranquillity in China. That 
tranquillity can be restored alone by the 
concerted action of the Powers. We 
have proved by experience that concerted 
action is possible in the course of the 
recent military operations. I do not 
deny that there are difficulties about 
concerted action, but [ venture to say 
that the difficulties of concerted action 
diplomatically pall before the difficulties 
of concerted military action. Yet we have 
succeeded in carrying out most difficult 
military operations by concerted action 
among the Powers with the result that 
in avery brief period, relatively speak- 
ing, the Legations at Peking were 
relieved. But concerted action must be 
undertaken, in the first place, in a spirit 
of conciliation—a spirit rather different 
from that which my hon. friend the 
Member for the KEeclesall Division of 
Sheftield applies to these subjects. The 
Member who moved the Amend- 
ment said he wondered why British 
troops, instead of looking after the 
Boxers, had not been engaged in defend- 
ing British interests in China. 

*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : In protect- | 
ing the property of British subjects in | 


hon, 
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*Viscount CRANBORNE: It is only 
by adopting a very conciliatory attitude 
that we can hope to obtain the result we 
desire—namely, the restoration of tran- 
quillity in China without loss to British 
interests. No doubt this must be aceom- 
panied by a firm determination to protect 
British interests. I do not deny that, but 
what right has the hon. Gentleman to 
suppose that this firmness is not being: 
displayed ? The hon. Member declares 
that he knows this that and the other, 
and he hopes, perhaps, that he may draw 
from me a detailed statement, but I must 
disappoint him. It is not possible for 
me to go into details to justify the action 
that has been taken. I repeat, the 
restoration of tranquillity is the first and 
most important way of preserving the 
commercial position of England. The next 
most important way is by preserving the 
territorial integrity of China, and I 
stated last night that the Government 
have done their utmost to effect with 
the other Powers the safeguarding of 


‘the Queen's Speech. 


that integrity. Perhaps it would 
have been wiser if the hon. Member- 
had awaited the Papers which I 


promised to lay on the Table before he 
went further into the matter. Lastly, 


‘there is the other method of protecting 


the commercial interests of Great Britain 
—there is what is called the policy of the 
open door. There, again, he knows that 
in the Anglo-German Agreement steps 
have been taken, perhaps not very great 
steps, but distinct steps forward, in 
placing on record in the most ,formal 
manner that the English Government and 
the German Government and the other 
Governments who have adhered to that 


agreement are determined to make one 


of the main planks in their policy the 
maintenance of the open door in China. 
I say, therefore, that the Government 
have heen engaged, and I think with 
some success, in studying the highest 
commercial interests of Great Britain in 
that country. The hon. Member is in 
such a hurry. He thinks all this can be 
done so quickly and so easily. Of course 
that is not the case. He must be content, 
Iam afraid, to wait for the very slow, 
but I hope effective, development of the 
policy in which the Government are 
engaged. Then, at the end of his 


“Amendment, he says that no demand 


should be made on the Chinese Govern- 
ment for the punishment of Chinese offti- 


the first instance | cials which would not be equally imposed 
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in the case of a European Power. I 
think that is asking far too much. If 
‘the Chinese Government are to be treated 
like a European Power they must behave 
as « European Power. We know per- 
fectly well that they have committed the 
greatest outrage, and in a manner which 
no European Power would think of for a 
moment. I refer to the fact that they 
have absolutely ignored the sacred charac- 
ter of diplomatic envoys, and have, m a 
time of peace, allowed the Imperial forces 
of the Chinese Government to unite with 
rebels in order to bombard the envoys of 
‘friendly Powers. That is not behaving like 
.a European Power, and itis quite impossible 
to treat a Government which behaves like 
that upon the same footing on which a 
European Power would naturally be 
treated. I think that the European 
Powers are well advised to exact just and 
due reparation for the wrong which they 
have sustained. If the Chinese Govern- 
ment expect to be treated in any other 
way they must behave differently. Before 
I sit down I might be allowed to say that 
I hope to lay the Papers on the Table on 
Monday, but they are not, as I said last 
night, complete. We have not had time 
to arrange and publish a full Paper, but 
I have no doubt the House will forgive 
that. With regard to the Anglo-German 
Agreement, that will be laid on the Table 
together with the answers of the Powers 
as soon as the necessary leave from 
the foreign Powers concerned has 
been obtained. That I look for in a few 
days. 


*Sm E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
think the noble Lord quite misunderstands 
my attitude on questions of this kind. I 
may be mistaken in my estimate of the cor- 
rectness of my own views, but perhaps I see 
a little further ahead sometimes than the 
members of the Government, and I wish 
to prevent them from entering on courses 
which may have very serious results to 
this country. That is my view of the 
Concert of Europe. I do not uphold the 
so-called Concert because I am opposed 
to other Powers protecting their own 
interests. Very far from it. I object to 
the Concert because I believe it has no 
real existence, because I believe it cannot 
exist, and never has existed, and that, as 
in China, it has only led us into a posi- 
tion of enormous peril, where we and 


other Powers are day by day in danger | 


The House 


of coming into collision. 
Viscount Cranborne. 
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,is to be congratulated on the two 
| speeches which we have heard from the 
other side of the House. I wish, as a 
/member of the Conservative party, 
-and as one professing Imperial views, 
to congratulate the House on having 
'two Radical Members able to make 
speeches so full of useful knowledge 
,and intelligence as the speeches which 
| have been delivered by the hon. Member 
'for Barnsley and the hon. Member for 
| East Bristol. I am sure that every hon, 
_ Member who listened to these speeches 
| will agree with me in my estimate of 
|them. They dealt with questions of 
| enormous interest to this House and the 
| country, and for my part I am very grate- 
‘ful to the hon. Gentlemen. I do not 
| propose now to criticise the foreign policy 
| of the Government in China. I am aware 
that we must wait for further informa- 
| tion, but I will say this, that the Chinese 
| question is at this moment of infinitely 
| more importance to this country than the 
|South African question, because the 
| South African question is, in my opinion, 
| practically settled. The Chinese ques- 
' tion is of infinitely more importance than 
|the miserable personalities on which a 
great part of last night and to-night 
have been absolutely wasted. I have 
|never known the time of the House 
| more wasted than it was by the speeches 
delivered last night, and I am sure it is 
of more advantage to this House and to 
| the country that we should have subjects 
'of real importance brought before us as 
| we have had to-night. The noble Lord 
i assured the House that the Government 
were protecting British interests, and 
challenged us to show any case in 
which the Government had failed to 
| protect British interests. I am rather 
sorry that he made that challenge, be- 
| cause—— 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood 
| adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of this day, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 
| put. 


Adjourned accordingly at one minute 
after Twelve of the clock, till 
Monday next. 
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Monday, 10th December, 1900. 





VISCOUNT MOUNTGARRET. 

Petition of Henry Edmund, Viscount 
Mountgarret, in the Peerage of Ireland, 
claiming a right to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland. Read 
and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the 
House. 


EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. 
Petition of Henry, Duke of Norfolk, 
Earl of Arundel, Earl of Surrey, Earl of 
Norfolk, Lord Maltravers, Lord Fitzalan 


of Clun and Oswaldestre, and Earl Mar- | 


shall and Hereditary Marshal of England, 


Knight of the Most Honourable Order of | 


the Garter, praying their Lordships that 
he may be permitted to appear and be 
heard before this House and before their 
Lordships’ Committee for Privileges by 
his counsel and agents in opposition to the 
claim of Charles Botolph Joseph Lord 
Stourton to the dignity of Earl of Norfolk, 
and that he may be at liberty to cross- 
examine such witnesses as the said 
claimant may produce, and to lodge a 
printed case and to produce such evidence 
in contradiction of any evidence that may 
be produced by the said claimant and also 
such evidence at will support the 
Petitioner's right and title to the said 


dignity, as the Petitioner may be advised | 


to be material for the protection of his 
rights and interests, and that their Lord- 
ships will be pleased to allow the Peti- 
tioner reasonable time after the delivery 
of the case of the said claimant to prepare 
his case and evidence ; read, and referred 
to the Committee for Privileges. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
I. (Proceedings.) Return for the month 
of September, 1900. 
IL. (Judicial Rents.) Return for the 
month of April, 1900. 


COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS. 
Reports received from the Indian 
Government and the Governments of 
Her Majesty’s Colonial Possessions 
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| respecting the Regulations in force in 
India and the Colonies with regard to 
commercial travellers, and the treatment 
of their patterns and samples. 


SOUTH AFRICA, 
Proclamations issued by Field-Marshal 
Lord Roberts in South Africa. 





TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series: No. 2540. Belgium 
(Trade of Ghent for the year 1899). 


II. Miscellaneous Series: No. 543. 


Commerce in the Netherlands, 


CHINA No. 4 (1900). 
Reports from Her Majesty’s Minister 
_in China respecting events at Peking. 


Presented (by Command) and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES ACT, 


1863. 
Return of proceedings under the Lord 
Chancellor’s Augmentation Act, from 


August 15th, 1892, to December 6th, 
1900. Laid before the House (pursuant 
‘to Act), and to be printed. (No. 5.) 


SUPERANNUATION, 

Treasury Minute, dated November 
17th, 1900, declaring that Mr. Alexander 
MacDonald, Commander of the Cruiser 
** Viligant,” under the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, was appointed without a civil 
service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (ANGLO- 
FRENCH PRESS TELEGRAMS). 
The Telegraph (Foreign-written Anglo- 
French Press Telegram) Regulations, 
1900, dated November 13th, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH 
AFRICA. 

THE EARL or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, seeing the noble Earl the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies in his 
place, 1 wish to ask him a question, of 
which I have given him private notice, 
with regard to the future administration of 


P 


FUTURE 


| 
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South Africa. It has been stated in{ Colony should be held by Sir Alfred 
another place that the administration of | Milner at one and the same time. 
the Transvaal and the Orange River | 
Colony will be vested in the High Com. | . — : 
missioner for South Africa, The High | tks ace 
Commissioner being at this present time} 4, ENON 
Governor of Cape Colony, I wish to | _ EARL “epee ae ss I 
ask whether in the future arrangement of | "8° vtelagg hinges seagate pede. sexe fe 
Matt Ateien tt ky inbeniied that her | CoVernment to the fact that wounded 
Majesty’s High Commissioner shall con- | and invalided colonial soldiers who have 
ie bn tin Choverane of Cape Colony, or | been brought from South Africa to this 
’ lover "eer 
whether the Government of that colony | weeny: A <4 the nsivadomarag tere 
. ° ° ° | ¢ a ~ t ¢ ra aes 
will be constituted independently of him. | their health, are being sent back to their 
| respective colonies as steerage passengers 
Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | in mail steamers; and to ask whether 
FOR THE COLONIES (The Earl of | some more suitable accommodation cannot 
Onstow): My I pee agg isnt: Udikiie ‘tien | be provided for them. Early in October 
ve - Ah) 4 dS; } : - . x . " . 
noble Ear] has quite accurately interpreted | last 170 wounded and invalided colonial 
what was said by the Secretary of State | soldiers arrived in England from South 
for the Colonies in another place. It is | weir: —— elon ved mone —I wo 
not quite accurate to say that the High | ie mg Sag a SaENeOO—m Order Sp 
Commissioner in South Africa will be the | Se otal : 4 Se Wh oe Ress | 
Administrator in the two new colonies. | “'r araligess ee di ot ésiens nr . 
The noble Earl is, perhaps, aware that | * sorts and con ggg aquatvers, 
hitherto the Governor at the Cape has | Se Mmining agents, bank clerks, 
also been the High Commissioner of | ues coo Toe gag Pong te! — <= 
South Africa, and the commission so | hg Sona _ = ™ ok age on 11th 
appointing him has applied not only to by th ea tah ches shi bigs Australia 
the High Commissioner but also to the |" the Royal Mail steamship “ Ormuz,” of 
Deputy Governor who might be appointed | the Orient line, ten of these wounded and 
by him whenever he was absent from | @Valided Colonial Volunteers. When 
Cape Colony. The High Commissioner- | they got on board they found that the 
* jes 5 . | j re he AY 
ship of South Africa and the Governorship | ae sate wpe ei a they had 
of Cape Colony will no longer be in the | meine. ng ote to expect, and they 
hands of the same person—that is to say, | Ton ne ao lk eon ~ Wear b's be 
Sir Alfred Milner, who has been appointed | 7 Or porary oa eee ye ounced an 
personally the High Commissioner of | Invalided Colonial Soldiers in London, 
! J 5 . | 


Seuth Africa, is at the present moment | the following letter— 
also Governor at the Cape, but at present | “RMS. ‘Ormuz,’ 
Lord Roberts holds the commission for | “ October 13, 1900. 
the administration of the two new colonies; ,, peti 

ese fan fi sat hy eg Sir,—On the expiration of our furlough 
which have been annexed to the roWll. | we reported at the Colonial depét at Shorn- 
As soon as Lord Roberts leaves South | cliffe, and arranged to return to Australia. 
Africa, those powers will, by a dormant We were all distinctly led to understand that 


commission which Sir Alfred Milner now , te W no —s would "tha es id class 
holds, devolve on Sir Alfred Milner, but | P&SS8@S nome for ns, as colle peg eae Ping 
’ icin: ‘i ’ receiving such. On our arrival at the ship we 


he will not be Governor of the two new | were met by a non-commissioned officer, who 
colonies until such time as Her Majesty | informed us, for the first time, that we were to 
has been pleased to appoint him to that | tavel steerage, thus depriving us of an 

t in tes Ries Geen anaes os | agree | of arranging ourselves for second 
post. § been appointe | class; in fact, one of us had at the office 
Governor of the Transvaal, with a expressed his willingness to pay the difference, 
Lieutenant-Governor of the Orange River | if it were needed, and was told that ‘every- 
Colony under him, he will then, and only thing was arranged as he wished.’ Many of 


: ‘ us were invalided to England, mostly after 
then, cease to be Governor of the Cape. enteric, and need special dieting. In England, 


When that ma; be depends, of course, | through the magnificent hospitality of the 
upon circumstances, and I am not able to | public in this direction, we managed to obtain 
fix the date when that occurrence will take 1t; but here we have to eat food which is 
place, but it is certainly not intended that | ee Pinger! “aghotmenter pe Pacts 
the office of High Commissioner of South | medical examination prior to our departure to 


Africa and that of Governor of Cape | see if we could manage the ordinary fare. 
The Earl of Camperdown. 
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Undoubtedly we shall feel this in the Red Sea. | 
By cable to Gibraltar or Marseilles it could be 
arranged for the special dieting of us in the 
second saloon, our sleeping accommodation 
being quite comfortable. We hardly consider | 
it right to be expected to diet in a way which 
is certainly not suitable after enteric fever.” 


This letter was signed by a corporal and | 
two troopers of the New South Wales | 
Mounted Infantry, twe men of the) 
Western Australia Mounted Infantry, two 
men of the Victoria Mounted Rifles, two 
men of the Australian Horse, and one 
man of the Ceylon Mounted Rifles. As 
secretary of the Fund I at once tele-| 
graphed to Messrs. Anderson and Ander- 
son, representing the Orient Company, 
as follows— 

“Kindly put invalided Colonials on special 
dietary and comforts of second saloon. Respon- 
sible for all expenses.” 


By return I received this letter from 
Messrs Anderson and Anderson, viz.— 


“My Lord,—We have telegraphed to the 
commander of the ‘Ormuz’ at Gibraltar that 
the colonial troopers on board the steamer, for 
whom third-class passage was ordered by the 
Admiralty, are to mess and rank as second- 
class passengers. It will be necessary for the 
men to retain their third-class sleeping berths, 
as all the second saloon cabins are let. The 
difference between the third-class fare and the 
lowest second saloon fare is £17 3s., but, as we 
wish to treat the Colonial Volunteers in a 
liberal manner, we shall be happy to halve this 
amount, and to accept £8 10s. per man in 
settlement.” 


The Orient Company have very gene- 
rously supplied all the men who have 
gone back in their ships with second-class | 
bedding in the third-class berths. I also | 
received the following letter, signed by 
the ten men 





“On our arrival at Gibraltar we were wel- 
comed with the pleasing news that the desired 
change had been effected with regard to our 
travelling, and we now wish to convey our | 
thanks. After twelve months eampaigning | 
we naturally are not so fit as when we started, 
but owing to your very kind interest we will 
now have six weeks comfortable and enjoyable 
travelling to recruit.” 


On 10th November I received a telegram 
from Sergeant Williams, of the Austra- 
lian Horse, in which he said— 


“On behalf of Australians on board ‘ Ortono’ 
please accept my very warmest thanks. Being 
treated excellently.” 


One of the men of the New South Wales 
Mounted Rifles (O. A. Duffy) wrote— 


“Qn board the ‘Omrah’ we are treated very 
well indeed. The sleeping accomimudation is | 
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third class, but as we enjoy all the privileges 
of the second saloon, with the use of the smoke- 


'room and deck, we find no cause for com- 


plaint.” 


| Three other Orient vessels have left since 
| then with colonials, and have been per- 


sonally inspected by Sergeant McDonald, 
of Kitchener's Horse, and honorary 
secretary of the Lord Mayor’s Fund, who 
reported that everything had been done 
for the comfort of the men. The last 
contingent that went out left, I think, 
on Saturday. Amongst them was 
Sergeant Legg, who belongs to one 
of the best Australian families.  I[ 
knew the family very well when I 
was Governor of New South Wales. 
Sergeant Legg was, with Sergeant 
McDonald, presented to the Queen at 
Windsor Castle, and received Her 
Majesty’s gracious thanks for the way he 
had fought for his country. He is one of 
six brothers, all of whom volunteered, 
and one of whom, I believe, has been 
killed. Though extremely unwell, he 
would have been sent back as a steerage 
pazsenger had it not been for another 
private fund, out of which he was pro- 
vided with a separate cabin and other 
comforts. So much for the Orient Line. 
I then communicated with the Allan and 
Dominion Lines, and received a letter 
from the managers of the latter, in which 
they say— 


“We have pleasure in informing your Lord- 


| ships that we have carried in our steamers 
| recently several contingents of wounded and 


invalided men of the Royal Canadians from 
Liverpool to Quebec. We have made special 
provision for them, and have supplied them 
with superior third class accommodation, 


| giving them, in most respects, second saloon 


privileges, and we are advised in each case that 


| this arrangement has given perfect  satis- 
| faction.” 


That is to say, third-class accommodation 
was provided for them by the Govern- 
ment, but through the generosity of the 
Dominion Line, they have been supplied 
with second-class accommodation. The 
Allan Line have shown similar generous 
treatment. They write— 

“ Although paying the lowest rate of pas- 
sage money, we have placed the invalided 
Canadian soldiers in special compartments 
where they have been quite equal to the 
second-class passengers. We also gave in- 


| structions that they were to have cigarettes, 


tobacco, and a reasonable amount of malt 
liquor without charge. We assure your Lord- 
ship that we shall continue this treatment to 
all parties of returning Canadians! who are 
entrusted te the Allan Line of conveyance.” 


P2 
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I thought it my duty to bring the subject | provided with a second-class passage. If 


before the House of Lords at the earliest 
opportunity, because I was_ perfectly 
certain that it would not give satisfaction 
to the House, any more than to the 
nation at large, to know that these gal- 
lant men were sent home, a distance of 
12,500 miles, packed like herrings in a 
barrel, with steerage diet, while they 
were far from being in a strong state of 
health I would like to ask what would 
be said in Australia if, when these men 
arrived at Adelaide, Melbourne, or Sydney, 
the thousands of their fellow-countrymen 
assembled to welcome them, saw them 
crawl, under-fed and overcrowdea, out of 
the steerage of one of the Royal Mail 
steamers. I submit that the amelioration 
of the conditions of their voyage should 
not have been left to private charity and 
the generosity of the steamship com- 
panies, but should have been undertaken 
by the Imperial Government, which has 
availed itself of their services. I believe 
this is simply and entirely a case of mis- 
management, and I have a_ confident 
hope that the Government will put an 
end at once to this state of things. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY — oF 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Racran): I 
am sorry to have to disagree with the 
noble Ear] in his view of this question. 
The expression “ steerage” is a somewhat 
unfortunate one, for Ihave to point out 
to the House that the men have a third 
class passage on board these steamers. 
Every man has a bunk in a cabin, and the 
dietary is plentiful and varied. I am in- 
formed that the third-class passage on 
these steamers is extremely comfortable. 
Tuese men have been brought home as 
invalids from South Africa in order to 
relieve the pressure on the base hospitals 
and the convalescent homes in South 
Africa. Wherever possible the men have 


been sent straight from South Africa to | 


their homes, but where this course was 
not possible they have been brought to 
England. The men are not. realiy 
invalids; in far the greater majority 
of cases they have recovered their 


health and strength, and if they 
have not entirely recovered they 
are, at least, far advaneed towards 


convalescence, and therefore it is no great 

hardship to ask them to travel third-class. 

Where a man is considered to be ina 

delicate state of health and needing more 

attention and perhaps more luxury, he is 
Earl Carrmgton. 


these men, on account of their superior 
social position, are to be given a second- 
class passage, the same reason would 
apply to the men of many other corps, 
such as the Imperial Yeomanry and the 
City Imperial Volunteers. There are men 
in the ranks of the Army of a superior 
social position, and it is impossible for 
anything to be taken into consideration 
except the rank of the men in the Army. 
The men, therefore, for whom the noble 
Earl has pleaded have been sent home 
in the class of rank to which they are 
entitled ; and I do not see any reason for 
an alteration. 


*Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
must say that I am profoundly disap- 
pointed at the tone of the reply of the 
noble Lord to the question of the noble 
Earl behind me. It does appear to me 
that something should be done when the 
War Office discover that there has been a 
failure to consider, what at all events 
our colonial troops themselves regard as 
their absolute needs in the matter of 
health I feel that we should not be 
doing our.duty if we did not dissociate 
ourselves entirely from the view taken by 
the noble Lord the Under Secretary of 
State for War. The provision for these 
colonial soldiers ought not to be left to 
private charity. To look after these men 
is the duty of Her Majesty’s Government, 
and if some care had not been taken of 
them the neglect would have amounted 
toa public scandal in the minds of the 
people of Australia. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
regret that the answer of the neble Lord 
was not more sympathetic. The noble 
Earl did not raise the point as to there 
being any objection to these men 
travelling third class. He does not object 
to their occupying third-class bunks, and 
is quite willing to admit that the food 
given to the third-class passengers in these 
ships is admirably suited for men who are 
in a strong state of health. He did not at 
all assert that they did notreceivesufticient 
food. What my noble friend contended 
for was that they should receive the par- 
ticular food and comforts necessary for 
their weak state of health, because at the 
best they are but convalescents. They 
would not have received the special 
comforts and the special forms of 

food had it not been for the 
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efforts of the association of which 
my noble friend is president. I should 
like to take this opportunity of inviting 
the Government to turn their attention 
generally to the manner in which our 
troops, colonial and otherwise, are being 
brought back from the seat of war. I 
daresay there will not be a great deal of 
complaint from the men themselves. 
They will be so glad to be getting home 
that they will be willing to put up with 
any hardships or discomforts, provided 
they are landed once more on their own 
shores. Ten days ago I went on board one 
of the recent transports, the “ Hawarden 
Castle,” which brought home the Royal 
Canadian Regiment, the Household 
Cavalry, a battery of Horse Artillery, and 
other troops. What was the condition of 
that vessel? The “ Hawarden Castle” is 
not a new ship, neither is she a large one 
as vessels go nowadays ; but there were, 
in round numbers, 1,300 men on board, 
packed, to use the noble Earl’s expression, 
like herrings in a barrel. What do your 
Lordships imagine was the boat accom- 
modation for these men in case of acci- 
dent? Avowedlv there was accommoda- 
tion for 400 to 500 only. In the course 
of the boat drill, which was very properly 
carried on from time to time, provision 
was made so as to allow the married men 
to go on beard the boats first, because 
there was not room for the larger propor- 
tion of men on board. The condensers 
of the ship broke down in the course of 
the voyage, and the men had to fall back 
on the supplies of mineral water on 
board. The electric lighting apparatus 


also broke down, and for ten days the | 


only way of obtaining light was by means 
of small candles. In my judgment this 
is not avery creditable state of things. 
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left to private individuals. I am sorry 
that the noble Lord’s first answer to a 
question in this House was not one 
showing greater sympathy with our 
wounded and invalided colonial soldiers. 


Tue Eart or ABERDEEN: The 
Under Secretary for War seemed, in his 
reply, to admit a great deal of the case 
submitted by my noble friend. I refer 
to the statement he made to the effect 
that where there was an apparent need for 
special treatment in the case of invalided 
soldiers they were given second-class 
accommodation. That is the pointon which 
my noble friend wishes to rest his case. 
No doubt the troops as a whole were pre- 
pared to rough it in time of war, but 
when their health is seriously impaired by 
hardships and exposure there is a need 
created not only for some exceptional 
treatment, but for better accommodation. 





This is all that my noble friend has urged 
|on the Government. I think, moreover, 
\that the medical officers should be en- 
| couraged to ascertain the true position of 
affairs, and to invite representations in 
this direction, so that our soldiers should 
| not be placed in a position of appearing 
| to be over-particular. Everyone knows 
that this is not the spirit of our soldiers, 
| colonial or otherwise. They are anxious 
|to bear themselves in the way that 
genuine soldiers should, and they are slow 
to let it appear as ii they are not easily 
pleased. I think the House is indebted 
| to my noble friend for bringing the sub- 
| ject forward, and I feel that careful pre- 
‘cautions ought to be taken to see that 
| none of these men are deprived of special 
| comforts or consideration if in any sense 
|they can he considered deserving of 
| them. 








Iam sure that it only needs the atten-| 


tion of the authorities to be turned to a 
state of things like this to ensure that 
there shall not be a repetition of what 
took place on board this ship on 
other ships carrying colonial and British 
soldiers. The things complained of 
by my noble friend are not fit things to 


be left to the charity of private individuals. | 


There has, however, been too much 
disposition on the part of the Govern- 
ment throughout the last twelve months 
to take full advantage of every subscription 
which has been supplied by the public. 
The proper care of our soldiers in time of 
war should be a matter for Government 
expenditure, and the duty should not be 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
| LANSDOWNE): I entreat the House to 
| believe that noble Lords opposite do not 
/enjoy a monopoly of sympathy with 
those gallant soldiers, or of the desire 
that they should be treated, not only in 
the most considerate manner possible, 
but with every degree of comfort pro- 
curable when they are returned to the 
countries of their origin. I thought that 
the noble Lord (Lord Monkswell) some- 
what misrepresented—no doubt unin- 
tentionally—what fell from my noble 
friend the Under Secretary, who was far, 
indeed, from admitting that the War 














333 Treatment of Invalided 


Office pleaded guilty to failure in this 
case. 


*LorpD MONKSWELL: I thought he 
ought to have admitted that the War 
Office was in the wrong. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 


No such admission was made. 


*LorpD MONKSWELL: My point was 
that the noble Lord should have made 
the admission. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
He made no admission because there was 
no failure to admit. Though we are at 
one in desiring that this question should 
he treated in a proper manner, I regret 
that the noble Earl who introduced the 
subject should have described the case in 
a somewhat highly - coloured way, and 
in the misleading language which he 
employed in the course of his speech. 
He imported a great deal of prejudice 
into the argument by constantly referring 
to the word “steerage.” No doubt in 
the minds of ordinary people steerage 
passage suggests something of the 
extremely sordid and squalid kind we 
have seen described in the novels written 
perhaps forty or fifty years ago. Things 
have changed a great deal since then. 
These men were not given by any means 
the lowest scale of accommodation on 
board. They were given what is known 
as superior third-class accommodation. I 
remember having occasion to look into 
the matter, and | think Iam right in say- 
ing that there are two classes below the 
class in which the colonial _ soldiers 
travelled; and it is quite unfair to 
describe them as having been “ packed 
like herrings in a barrel.” It is a great 
pity that the noble Earl should use lan- 
guage of that kind. In the letter which 
the noble Earl read, the writer admitted 
very frankly that the sleeping accom- 
modation was good. How is that consis- 
tent with being “packed like herrings” ? 
The noble Earl must know that such 
hyperbolical statements are mischievous 
and unfair to all concerned. The diet 
was complained of, not because it was 
insufficient, unwholesome, or bad, but 
because it was not suitable to some of the 
men who were recovering from enteric. 
That is a fair point, and I think it is con- 
ceivable that some of the men may have 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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required special medical comforts which 
ought to have been given to them, 
Having some knowledge of this subject, 
I can assure the House that this matter 
has not been dealt with in the callous 
spirit which the noble Earl attributes to 
the War Office. While I was still con- 
nected with that department, this ques- 
tion was thoroughly gone into by the 
Quartermaster General—Sir C. Mansfield 
Clarke—a mostthoughtfuland painstaking 
officer, who reported to me that the accom- 
modation secured for the colonial troops 
was excellent, and infinitely better than 
that which would have been given on an 
ordinary trooper. Lord Tweedmouth 
raised the general question, which is, of 
course, a very much larger one, and I do 
not propose to go into it. But I do not 
wish this discussion to close without pro- 
protesting against the highly-coloured 
language used by the novle Earl, and 
against the assumption that my noble 
friend the Under Secretary had admitted 
that there had been any failure or neglect 
on the part of the War Office. 


*Lorp STRATHCONA anp MOUNT 
ROYAL: My Lords, I should like to 
say a word on this subject. I have 
no doubt that there have been some 
shortcomings with regard to the accom- 
modation provided, as was inevitable 
having regard to the very large number 
of men who had to be provided for. If 
that is so, it is well that the matter 
should be brought to the attention of the 
Government; and I am sure that in 
future there will be no cause to complain. 
I myself have heard that in some 
instances the accommodation was not 
such as was expected by the colonial 
troops; but, on the whole, the men cer- 
tainly did express satisfaction. 


Ear CARRINGTON : I must express 
deep regret that the first public utter- 
ances of the Under Secretary for War 
—a soldier himself, and the bearer of 
an honoured name—should have been of 
so unsympathetic a character. The noble 
Marquess has drawn a great distinction 
between steerage and third-class ; but 
though I have travelled a great deal 
about the world I have never heard of 
such a distinction. This “superior 
third-class accommodation” is a new 
thing to me. If the men had some 
superior treatment, it was due to the 
generosity of the steamship companies. 
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*THE MARQuEss oF LANSDOWNE: | ment and not to the Government. It has 
The noble Earl must forgive my rising to | been far from my intention to use mis- 
correct him. There are three classes of | leading language; but I am so disap- 
third-class accommodation perfectly well | pointed with the answer given to my 
defined. The men were given the best | question, and I know that it will have 
of the three at the outset, and not be-| such a bad effect in the colonies, that I 
cause of any pressure brought by the | shall move on an eerly day—* That this 
noble Karl or anyone else. | House disapproves of the arrangements 
/made by Her Majesty’s Government in 
EarL CARRINGTON : I am certainly | sending back invalided and wounded 
learning something. But it remains true, | colonial soldiers”; and I shall certainly 
and you cannot get out of it, that the | take the sense of the House on the 
wounded and invalided Australians were | motion. 
sent back third-class or in the steerage ; | 
and that, I consider, is not proper treat-| Lorp BURGHCLERE: I only wish 
ment for the men who have been fighting | to intervene in this debate for the pur- 
for their country. The Under Secretary | pose of putting one question to Her 
said that the men were extremely com- | Majesty’s Government, which, if the 
fortable, and were not invalids. | answer is satisfactory, will help to clear 
up the point at issue. Was any medical 
*LorD RAGLAN: I said that these examination made by the War Office 
gallant men were technically invalids, but before these men embarked, so as_ to 
that they were fully restored to health ascertain if there were any invalids in 
and strength. the condition described by my noble 
friend behind me? If not, then I really 
EarL CARRINGTON: I only wish think there is a case against the War 
that the noble Lord had seen the men Office on that head. 
for himself. I will give the House one | 
instance. A Victorian, name Carey, who| *THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
is at the present moment an inmate of | These men were all despatched from the 
Lady Carrington’s Convalescent Home, | depédt at Shorncliffe, and it seems to me 
and who was ordered to travel in this | fair to assume that they were medically 
“superior steerage,” had a temperature examined before they were allowed to 
of 104deg. I telegraphed at once to the leave. But the point is one on which I 
Agent-General, and the man was allowed | think the noble Lord is entitled to a 
to remain. I am afraid to say what categorical answer, and if he will repeat 
would have happened to him if he had the question we shall be prepared to 
returned. There were other men who answer it. 
were in great pain, and some who had 
been shot in the head, and some who Lorp STANMORE: I am not sure 
were recovering from enteric. Not afew | whether our gallant colonial troops will 
were so weak that they could hardly get | thank the noble earl for the advocacy 
about. The noble Lord said that second- | which he has put forward on their behalf. 
class passages had been provided for some | To require special treatment for the sick 
of the men. For how many ? is one thing ; but to complain that the 
‘colonial soldiers were provided with 
*Lorp RAGLAN : If it were considered , third-class passages is quite another 
that a man required special attention, he | thing. The colonial troops would hardly 
was given a second-class passage. thank the noble lord for demanding that 
‘they should have totally different treat- 
Ear CARRINGTON: The noble) ment from that which Her Majesty’s 
Marquess the Secretary of State for | Regular soldiers and Volunteers and 
Foreign Affairs began his speech with one | Yeomanry receive. 
very self-evident proposition. He said | 
that we on this side did not enjoy a| *Lorp STRATHCONA anp MOUNT 
monopoly of sympathy for these gallant | ROYAL: I must say that, in my opinion, 
men. We have never claimed that | there ought to have been no necessity for 
monopoly ; and I was particularly careful | supplementing from private sources, or 
to say that I believed the fault was to be | from any other than public funds, what 
attributed to departmental mismanage- | was required for the proper accommoda- 
| 











337 Returns, {COMMONS} Reports, de. 338 


tion of colonial forces returning to their | SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
homes. Whatever may have happened} Copy presented, of Proclamations issued 
in the past, I am sure that the Govern-| by Field Marshal Lord Roberts in South 
ment will see that there shall be no| Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the 
ground for complaint in the future. | Table. 


| 

House adjourned at a quarter past | TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
Five of the clock, till to- SERIES). 

morrow, half-past Ten of | 


ive deel. Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


| Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
eee No. 543 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, | Mable. 


Monday, 10th December, 1900. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

ene Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
| 2540 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath, and one other Member 
made and subscribed the Affirmation re- 
quired by Law. CHINA (No. 4, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Reports from Her 
NEW MEMBERS SWORN. Majesty’s Minister in China respecting 
The Right Hon. St. John Fremantle | events in Peking [by Command] ; to lie 
Brodrick for County of Surrey (South | upon the Table. 
Western or Guildford Division). 
r . “ya hee ry):0,. | POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (ANGLO- 
The Right Hon. Robert W illiam | FRENCH PRESS TELEGRAMS). 
Copy presented, of the Telegraph 
| (Foreign Written Anglo-French Press 
| Telegram) Regulations, 1900, and dated 
13th November, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


Hanbury for Borough of Preston. 


The Right Hon. George Wyndham 
for Borough of Dover. 


PETITIONS. | 
—_—— | PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND | THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
INCOME TAX. 1. Inquiry into Charities (Adminis- 
Two Petitions from London, for altera- | t'ative County of Durham), Return re- 


tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. lative thereto [ordered 14th February ; 
: Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 
OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. ss 


Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; 2. wen a. of a i= 
to lie upon the Table. | Lord Chancellor of the number of visits 
made, the number of patients seen, and 
’ ae Vara at ly ape | the number of miles travelled by the 
SALE O} pe ee LIQUORS — Visitors of Lunatics between Ist April, 
ee ore : 1900, and 30th September, 1900 [by 
Petitious for prohibition, from West Act] 
Hendon ; Walton - on - the - Naze : ; " ’ 
Halstead ; to lie upon the Table. | 3, Augmentation of Benefices; Copy 
of Return of Proceedings under the 
eres | Augmentation of Benefices Act, 1863, 
part DAT from 15th August, 1892, to 6th Decem- 
) > U IL’p ING iP . Tr 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. ber, 1900 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 
385. | 





RESTRICTIONS UPON BRITISH INDIAN 
SUBJECTS IN BRITISH COLONIES! POST OFFICE (WEST INDIA MAIL 
AND DEPENDENCIES. CONTRACT). 
Return [presented 7th December] to be| Copy ordered, “of the Contract, dated 
printed. 


No. 383.] the Ist day of September, 1900, with the 
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Royal Mail Steam Packet Company for 
the conveyance of the West India Mails 
for the period from the 1st day of July, 
1900, to the 30th day of June, 1905 ; 
together with a Copy of the Treasury 


Minute thereon, dated the 4th day of | 
December, 1900.”—(Mr. Austen Chamber- | 


lain.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
386. | 


QUESTIONS. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—HOSPITALS 
COMMISSION’S REPORT. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston): I beg to ask the First Lord of | 


the Treasury if he can state when he 
expects to be able to present to the 
House the Report of the South African 
Hospitals Commission. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Iam informed by the Royal Com- 
missioners that they hope to be in a posi- 
tion to present their Report early in the 
ensuing year. 


SOUTH AFRICAN CORRESPONDENCE 
—MR. MERRIMAN’S LETTER. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 


nies whether the letter from Mr. Merri- | 


man, published in the Parliamentary 
Paper headed “ Correspondence relating to 
the Political Situation in South Africa,” 
was in the hands of Sir Alfred Milner 
while Mr. Merriman was, as Treasurer of 
the Cape Colony, one of Sir Alfred | 
Milner’s Ministers, and in constant. rela- 
tion with him; whether the letter was | 
shown or mentioned by Sir Alfred Milner 
to Mr. Merriman; and whether the 
Colonial Secretary or Sir Alfred Milner 
asked Mr. Merriman’s consent to the pub- 
lication of that letter, or gave Mr. Merri- 
man any opportunity of making any 
observations upon it. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror! 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): So far as my _ infor- | 
mation goes the answer to the first ques- 
tion is in the affirmative, and to the last | 
two questions in the negative. The letter | 
was in no way discreditable to Mr. | 
Merriman. | 
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| prisoners 
/war are now interned in Ceylon and 
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| Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is it 
inot a fact that Mr. Merriman made a 
_ public protest in the Cape Parliament 
| against the publication of this ecrrespon- 
| dence ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, Sir. 


(Questions. 


SEDITIOUS NEWSPAPERS. 
Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): I beg 
'to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether there is any intention 
_of taking steps in South Africa to sup- 
| press newspapers of a distinctly seditious 
| character. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
_doubt that the Ministers of the Cape 
| Colony will take any action that wili be 
rendered necessary, whilst in districts 
under martial Jaw it will be for the mili- 
tary authorities to consider what steps 


| are required. 


SUPPOSED OFFER OF SURRENDER 
BY GENERAL DE WET. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has any in- 
formation to the effect that Captain Fiset, 
a French Canadian, who had _ been 
wounded whilst fighting on the British 


' side in the Transvaal, stated that General 


De Wet had informed him that he, De 
Wet, had twice offered to surrender to 
Lord Roberts, but that his offers had been 
refused ; and, if so, upon what grounds 


| the offers were refused. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir 
mingham, 8.): I understand that a para- 
graph to this effect has appeared in the 
press. There is, however, no official con- 
firmation of the report. 


IRISH AND IRISH-AMERICAN WAR 
PRISONERS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether some Irish and Irish-American 
captured during the Boer 


St. Helena, and if any political or other 


| reason exists for refusing to allow them 


to return to their homes; or, if not, 


| would they be brought to trial. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Full 
lists of the prisoners have not yet reached 
this office, but it is understood that some 








341 Questions. 


prisoners of Irish nationality are interned 
in Ceylon and St. Helena. They cannot 
be treated differently from other prisoners 
of war. 


ROYAL INNISKILLING FUSILIERS— 
DRAFTS FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 


{COMMONS} 
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| questions is that a letter was sent by the 
| Home Office to the Cumberland County 
| Council giving the effect of the law as it 
| at present exists. I am not satistied that 
the law is right, and I hope to introduce 
a Bill to deal with the matter next 
session. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg | 


to ask the Financial Secretary to the | 
War Oftice whether thirty-seven recruits | 
from the dep6t at Omagh are now being | 
sent to South Africa to reinforce the | 
Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers ; if so, what | 


are the ages of these recruits, have they 
had any experience in battalion drill, 
have they ever had any practical in- 


struction in shooting, and have they only | 


had four months’ training. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 


believe these figures are substantially | 


correct. In a certain number of cases 
partially trained soldiers have been sent 
with drafts to South Africa for service on 
the lines of communications and have 
been attached where possible to Militia 
battalions. The Secretary of State has 
recently given orders to discontinue send- 
ing drafts, having regard to the large 
number of men in each unit now in South 
Africa. 


POLICE RESERVISTS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether a circular 
was sent by the Home Office to the 
Cumberland County Council, to the effect 
that the time the police Reservists, who 
are absent with the colours, pass in South 
Africa should not count towards their 
pensions in the county police force ; and 
whether he will reconsider this decision, 


and agree to the time passed in service , 


by police Reservists being added to the 
police service qualifying for pension. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg at the same time to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he will consider the 
propriety of amending the regulation 
whereby Reserve soldiers, members of 
the police, who have been called out for 
active service, will have to serve for pen- 
sion an additional period equivalent to 


the time of their absence upon such | 


service. 
*THE 
THE 


SECRETARY or STATE ror 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Rircuik, Croydon): The answer to these 





PIERSHILL (EDINBURGH) CAVALRY 
BARRACKS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that the 
cavalry barracks at Piershill, Jock’s 
Lodge, near Edinburgh, are so constructed 
that the men have to sleep in lofts over 
the stables, which are only separated 
‘from the stables by old floor boards, 
| the result being that the effluvia rising 
from the stables flows into the men’s 
sleeping apartment ; is he aware that on 
the east side of the barracks there are 
only two baths for the use of the 400 
men quartered in the barracks, and that 
the cistern for supplying each bath is 


capable of holding only sufficient water to 


fill the bath twice; that the two baths 
on the other side of the barracks have 
been out of order and unfit for use for 
/upwards of a year, and that the punish- 
/ment for men not taking a bath is three 
days’ confinement in barracks ; and will 
he say who is responsible for this housing 
of our soldiers, and whether steps will be 
taken to render the barracks fit for human 
beings. 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
|Sir. The statements made in the ques- 
tion are not accurate. The men’s rooms 
|are not lofts, but regular upper storeys 
with sound floors and ceilings between 
them and the stables, which, the general 
ofticer commanding states, keeps the 
stable effluvia from the rooms. There 
are not only the two baths on the east 
side of the barracks, supplying hot and 
cold water, but six baths on the west side, 
‘similarly supplying hot and cold water. 
Over £2,000 has been spent on these 
barracks in the last two years, which are 
now reported as being in a thoroughly 
sanitary condition. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): Has the inquiry into the condition 
of the buildings promised last session yet 
been held ? 
| Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
| Sir; it was held soon after the promise 
| was given. 
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Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 


unsatisfactory nature of the right hon. | 


Gentleman’s reply, I beg to give notice 
that I shall take the earliest opportunity 
of calling attention to the state of these 
barracks. 


CHINA — DEFENCE OF THE PEKING 
LEGATIONS—DESPATCHES. 

Sik JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury when the despatch of the 
officer commanding the British Guard of 
the Legation at Peking will be published, 


and what is the cause of the delay in pub- | 


lishing the official report from that officer 
of the operations resulting in the success- 
ful defence of the Legation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I entirely share 
my hon. and gallant friend’s desire that 
the despatch in question, which reflects 
great credit for gallantry upon the small 
guard of Royal Marines in Peking, and 
which was received at the end of October, 
shall be published as soon as possible. 
understand that arrangements have been 
made for it to appear in the London 
(razette on Tuesday, and I[ regret that, 
owing to a misunderstanding as to the 
decision of the Board on the subject, it 
has not been done sooner. 


ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the replies of the Powers 
to the communication inviting their 
adhesion to the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment will be presented to Parliament. 


*The UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The papers are 
being prepared, and will be presented at 
onee. 


CHINA—PEKING SHAN-HAI-KWAN 
RAILWAY. 

Cot. HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central), on behalf of Mr. STUART- 
WORTLEY (Sheffield, Hallam): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any infor- 
mation which he can give to the House 
concerning the position and the present 
custody of the Peking-Shan-hai-Kwan 
Railway. 
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*ViscountT CRANBORNE Her 

Majesty’s Government have been given 
to understand that the present disposi- 
tion of the forces of the Allies on this 
railway i3 of « purely temporary charac- 
ter; and we venture to think, as my 
right hon. friend would probably agree, 
| that no useful purpose would be serve 
'at the present time by describing the 
existing arrangements in detail. The 
| matter is engaging the close attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES 
CONFERENCE. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
'Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
| whether the Report of the British delegate 
' who attended the International Fisheries 
Conference held at Stockholm last year 
will now be published; will he state 
| whether Great Britain proposes to take 
part in the investigations concerning the 
fishing industry which were recommended 
_ by the Conference; and will the correspon- 


I | dence which has taken place on the subject 


be laid upon the Table of the House. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE Her 
Majesty’s Government cannot undertake 
to publish the Report of the British dele- 
gates. They have expressed their 
willingness to take part in the proposed 
Fishery Committee, the meeting of which 
has been postponed. ‘The publication of 
the correspondence will be considered, 
when the scheme of investigations is 
further advanced, 


MACEIO AND PERNAMBUCO—CON.- 
SULAR TRADE REPORTS. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can explain why the Consular 
Report on the state of trade for 1899 in 
Maceio and Pernambuco has not been 
published yet ; and whether the Report 
has been in the possession of the Foreign 
Office since May last ; and can he state 
when it will be printed, as it is anxiously 
awaited in various commercial quarters. 

*ViscouNt CRANBORNE: The Report 
in question has not reached the Foreign 
Office. Her Majesty’s Consul was recently 
reminded of his omission. 


ARMENIA—DISTURBANCES IN BITLIS. 


Eart PERCY : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
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whether disturbances of a serious charac- | court in a British colony, which is also a 


ter have occurred during the last four | 


British fortress. It has also been stated 


months in the Vilayet of Bitlis; and, if | on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government 
so, whether Her Majesty’ s Government | that at the expiration of fifteen years 


will reconsider their decision to withdraw | from 22nd 


the British Vice-Consul from Bitlis. 
*Viscount CRANBORNE: 


of July last a massacre of Armenians was 
reported to have taken place at Spag- 
hank in the Talori district of the Vilayet 
of Bitlis. 
Van made inquiries into the matter, 
although there were conflicting accounts 


more than that a small band of revolu- 
tionists took refuge in a church at Spag- 
hank, from w hich they fired on 


eventually killed. 


carefully examined Spaghe ink, which is a 
small village of only six houses. There 
have been no reports of any further dis- 
turbances in the Vilayet of Bitlis. As 
my predecessor informed my 


the | tion fourteen years hence that this change 


Turkish troops, and in which they were | should be made. 


This intelligence was | 


supplied by isite 
pplied by a person who had visited and | BREAKING UP OF 


noble | 


friend on the 22nd of March last, Her | 


Majesty’s Government have not decided 
permanently to withdraw the British 


| London 


Vice-Consul from Bitlis, but the matter | 


is under consideration. 
MALTESE LAW COURTS— 
LANGUAGE. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether 
attention has been called to the fac, that 
dissatisfaction exists in Italy on account 
of the attempt of the Colonial Oftice to 
impose on the people of Malta the use of 
the English language in place of Italian 
in the courts of law ; and in view of the 
irritation which this action has caused 
amongst the people of a friendly Power, 
will the Government consider the expe- 
diency of taking steps to annul the 
Order in Council of the 7th March, 1899. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My 
tion has been called to 
certain Italian newspapers and persons 


OFFICIAL 


atten- 


his | 


March, 1899, the English 
| language will be substituted for Ttalian in 


| the courts, and it is believed that as a 


At the end | 


very small proportion of the Maltese now 
understand Italian, and as, having been 


|given the option of having Italian or 


| English taught to their children in the 
Her Majesty’ s Vice-Consul at | > = 


and | 


public elementary schools, no less than 


from 85 to 100 per cent. of the parents 


perpen “ioe id | and guardians in Malta, and 79 per cent. 
what took place, he coul ascertain no | in Gozo have decided in favour of English, 


it will be a great advantage and con- 
venience to the majority of the popula- 


LONDON STREETS. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if, having re- 
gard to the inconvenience caused to 
the public by the tearing up of 
the streets of the metropolis by the 
County Council, the borough 
councils, water and various companies, 
without any common plan, he will con- 
sider the desirability of introducing a 
short Amendment to the Metropolitan 


| Streets Act, or other statute, making the 
' Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis 


an authority whose licence must be 
obtained before any street can be taken 
up and closed to traflic. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Is the 
London County Council responsible in 
any instance for the inconvenience ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The inconvenience to 
which my hon. and gallant friend draws 


‘attention is certainly very great, and I 


notice with satisfaction that the question 


‘is engaging the joint attention of the 


the fact that | 


have commented adversely on the changes | 


which it has been found necessary to 
make with regard to the use of the | 
Italian language in Malta, but they | 
appear to have been entirely misinformed | 
as to the facts. The only change which 
has hitherto been made is that where 


British subjects are concerned they may | 


choose English as the language in w hich 
the proceedings are to be carried on in a 


London County Council and the borough 
councils. I will not lose sight of the 
matter. In response to the hon. Member 
for East Islington, I have to say I have 
no doubt that the London County 
Council is not responsible for many of 
| the breakings-up. 


MERCANTILE SHIPPING IN IRISH 
PORTS—SHIP MEASUREMENTS. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Board of Trade whether 
| his attention has been called to the com- 
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plaints from Dundalk, Drogheda, and a 
number of port authorities in Ireland as 
to the mode of measuring ships, whereby 
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the practice referred to in the question,, 
but I have no authority to give them 
| any instructions in the matter. 


Questions. 


. | 
dues are raised on tonnage far below the 


real weight of the cargo, and the autho- 
rities are deprived of the means of effec- 
tively carrying on the effective working 
of the ports over which they have juris- 
diction ; and will he state whether the 
(fovernment intend to submit any legis- 
lation on the subject. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): My attention has been called 
to the complaints to which the hon. 
Member refers, and the Board of Trade 
are preparing instructions with the view 
of meeting them, so far as that is possible 
under the existing law. The whole sub- 
ject is an intricate and difficult one, and, 
as at present advised, I am not prepared 
to propose fresh legislation with regard 
to it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the instruc- | 


tions be made public 4 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, they 
will be issued shortly to the authorities 
concerned, 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
—RENTS CHARGED BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether it is the practice of 
local authorities to charge upon the rents 
of working class dwellings erected by 
them under Parts 1, 2, and 3 of the 
Housing Act, 1890, the sums necessary 
to repay inaterm of years the capital 
cost of the whole or part of the land 
forming the site thereof; and, if so, 
whether he wili issue instructions to the 
local authorities to assimilate their 
practice in these cases to that which they 
follow in the case of land acquired and 
let by county councils under the Small 
Holdings Act, 1892. 


_ THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Long, 
Bristol, S.): It rests with the local 
authorities to determine the basis upon 
which they will fix the rents of the 
houses provided by them under the 
Housing of the Working Classes Acts. I 
am not aware to what extent they adopt 


POST OFFICE—WEST CHEVINGTON 
RURAL MESSENGER. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as represe:ting the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
of the fact that Mrs. Lindsay, rural post 
messenger at West Chevington, in the 
county of Northumberland, has been 
compelled to retire through failing health 
after twenty-four years’ service, and that 
in consequence of her retirement she is 
now lett without means of support other 
than the workhouse ; and will he under- 
take to see that some more suitable pro- 
vision is made for her either in the form 
of pension or otherwise. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, K.): There 
would appear to be some misapprehen- 
sion in regard to this matter. Mary 
Lindsay is reported to be in good health, 
is well able to perform her duties, and 
states that she has no present intention 
of giving up her employment. 


KEYHAM BARTON POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether be has received complaints from 
the inhabitants of Keyham Barton, 
Devonport, as to the inadequacy of the 
postal facilities in this district, affeeung 
both the lateness of the morning delivery 
of letters and general postal accommoda- 
tion; and whether, in view of the jact 
that a thousand new houses have recently 
been erected and occupied, he will arrange 
for a sub-oftice and pillar boxes to be 
more centrally placed in order to spare 
the residents the inconvenience occasioned 
by the existing arrangements. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has received 
complaints from the inhabitants of Key- 
ham Barton respecting the postal facilities 

in the district, and inquiry is being made 
on the subject. The hon. Member shall 
be informed of the result as soon as 
| possible. 
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ABERDEEN POST OFFICE. | decision has been come to in reference to 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury if he can state when the 
Government intend to commence building 


the post office in Aberdeen ; and whether, | 
in view of the time elapsed since the site | 
was obtained, a substantial sum will be 
set aside in next year’s Estimates, so that 
effective progress may be made with the 


work. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


delay. After much negotiation, 
Corporation has agreed to provide an 


equivalent in land to compensate for the | 


loss of area by the street widening. 


Fresh plans, to meet the altered confor- | 
mation of the site, will now be necessary ; 
but the matter is being pushed on, and | 
a sum on account will be inserted in the | 


“stimates for the ensuing year. 


CUSTOMS WATCHERS’ PAY. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 


Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he is | 


now in a position to state when the 


Customs watchers will receive the benefit | 


of the coneessions approved by the Lords 
of the Treasury in their letter of the 
18th August, 1900, No. 13,833/1900 ; 
and whether he will give an assurance 
that the watchers will receive their back 
pay from the date of the Treasury letter. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


watchers, when “ hoarded,” from 4d. to 


6d. was introduced at once, and the in- | 


‘creases of pay, when finally determined, 
will take effect as from the 18th August 
last—the date of the Treasury letter 
which sanctioned them. The selection of 
the individual watchers who are to re- 
ceive these increases cannot be made 


until a complete seniority list has been | 


compiled, but I hope that it may be 
announced before Christmas. The com- 
pletion of a contract for the supply of 
uniforms has necessarily occupied some 
‘time and the uniforms will not be issued 
till lst February next. 


CHAMBERLAIN : 
The new post office buildings would by 
this time have been commenced, but the 
Corporation raised the question of widen- | 
ing the street, and this has led to further | 
the | 


(Tower | 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 


‘The increase of the overtime rate for | 


| the inquiry into the grievances of the 
| Customs boatmen, undertaken as long 
| ago as last May, by his predecessor in 
ottice. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
has been decided that boatmen employed 
| at distant stations in London between 
midnight and 5 a.m. should be paid an 
allowance of 9d. a night for the combined 
charges of travelling and subsistence, and 
also that serge jackets shall be supplied 
' to the officers at any port at which they 
may be considered necessary by the 
Board of Customs. 


SCOTTISH CROFTERS—SIR KENNETH 
MATHESON’S DEER FOREST. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that Sir 
Kenneth Matheson’s deer forest at Atta- 
dale, Ross-shire, now let to Baron 
Schroder, was originally tenanted by 
63 crofter families; and, seeing that 
| since the eviction of these families the 
forest has been increased from 12,606 
acres in 1891 to 18,689 acres in 1898, 
| will he state what steps the Government 
propose to take to prevent the further 
'extension of this and other deer forests 
in the Highlands. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray,  Buteshire): The 
Government do not propose to introduce 
special legislation on the subject of deer 
forests. 


SCONSER (ISLE OF SKYE) CROFTERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that Lord Macdonald’s 
estate factor, when recently urging the 
crofters of Sconser, Isle of Skye, to remove 
from their present holdings to the depopu- 
lated lands of Boreraig and Suisinish, stated 
that the Congested Districts Board were 
| prepared to erect houses and fences on 
the new holdings, and bear the expense 
of the removal; is he aware that this 
proposed removal of crofters has for its 
object the absorption of the crofter 
township of Sconser in the adjoining 
| deer forest; and will he state whether 
‘the Board has authorised any such state- 
ment; if so, will he explain why the 








CUSTOMS BOATMEN’S GRIEVANCES. | Board offered to undertake this expen- 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I beg to | diture in order to secure the extension of 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury what ® deer forest. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
crofters of Sconser have disobeyed the 
finding of the Crofters Commission by 
keeping stock beyond that allowed by 
the Commission, which stock can only be 
fed by permitting it to trespass. As the 
crofters have represented that without 
this extra stock they cannot comfortably 
live, and as their houses are in an 
insanitary condition, the estate manage- 
ment, which is subject to the Order of 
the Court of Session, approached the 
Congested Districts Board with a view 
to seeing whether a scheme of migra- 
tion could be carried out. Negotia- 
tions are still pending. The scheme as 
proposed is conceived in the interests of 
the crofters alone and with no reference 
to the deer forest, and, if carried out, the 
estate would be rathera loser than a 
gainer in pecuniary advantage. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY BOARD'S 
CRUISER. 

Mr. WEIR: [ beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the cause of 
the delay in finishing the Scottish Fishery 
Board’s new cruiser, whether penalty 
clauses for non-completion to time were 
inserted in the contract, and what part of 
the coast the cruiser will patrol when 
ready for service. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: There 
has been no delay in finishing the new 
cruiser. She is to be ready in about a 
fortnight, as provided by the contract, 
in which a penalty clause was inserted. 
The area to be patrolled will be as decided 
by the Fishery Board from time to time. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware he stated in this House 
a few months ago that on the Ist De- 
cember—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


DUBLIN CAR LICENCES—JAMES 
FITZHARRIS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
is aware that James Fitzharris, a released 
prisoner, was refused a licence as a car- 
driver in Dublin by the police autho- 
rities, and being deprived of any means 
of earning a living has had to become a 
pauper in the South Dublin Workhouse ; 
and whether it has hitherto been the 
policy of the authorities to assist released 
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prisoners, irrespective of the accusation 
against them; and, if so, whether the 
Government will now interpose any ob- 
stacle to a renewal of the car licence to 
Fitzharris, and thus prevent a man who 
is willing to work being an enforced 
burden on the ratepayers. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The Chief Commissioner of Police, 
in the exercise of the powers conferred 
upon him by Section 52 of the Dublin 
Carriage Act, 1854, refused, in conformity 
with invariable practice, to grant a licence 
to Fitzharris, he having been convicted of 
a felony—namely, of being accessory to 
the murder of Mr. Burke, and having 
been only recently discharged on ticket- 
of-leave. The Prisons Board assist re- 
leased prisoners, but with a due regard 
in every case to the character and ante- 
cedents of the prisoner. In answer to 
the second inquiry in the last paragraph, 
I beg to say the matter is not one calling 
for any action on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has not the man 
already undergone his fuil punishment ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why should he 
be forced either to starve or come on the 
ratepayers for his maintenance? He is 
willing to work if only he can get a licence. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The law gives the 
police discretion to refuse’ a licence to a 
man who has been convicted of felony. 


THE NEW ROYAL YACHT. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state what has been 
the total cost of the repairs and altera- 
tions tothe new Royal yacht up to this 
date ; and whether all the original wood 
lining of cabins and berths is to be 
removed ; if so, what material is to be 
substituted, and at what cost. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The cost of 
the repairs and alterations of the new 
Royal yacht up to lst December, 1900, 
is £22,831. The accident which occur- 
red to her has indirectly caused greater 
expenditure than this by prolonging the 
time that the ship has been under con- 
struction, but it would be impossible to 
assess the exact amount. In certain 
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places where defects in the non-inflam- 
mable wood have appeared, and it is 
feared that a repetition of these defects 
might affect costly decorations, ordinary 
wood will be substituted, but no decision 
has yet been taken as to the remainder. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD.— 
PAY OF LABOURERS. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.)‘ 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the 

Treasury whether he is prepared to 


modify the decision with reference to the . 


refusal to consider an increase of pay for 
the labourers at Deptford Victualling 
Yard in receipt of wages under 24s, a- 
week, with a view to the application by 
the Admiralty of the principle already 
adopted as regards labourers employed 
under the War Office. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
of increasing the wages of these labourers 
was carefully considered by the late First 
Lord of the Admiralty, who, in the debate 
last March, gave the reasonstwhich pre- 
cluded the grant.* Any representations 
will have consideration, but I cannot give 
an undertaking to alter the decision then 
arrived at. 

Captain NORTON: In the event of 
my making further representations will 
the right hon. Gentleman undertake to 
deal with the question without delay ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The represen- 
tations should be made to the First Lord 
of the Admiralty. 


H.M.S. “ PELORUS ”—BOILERS. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state what type, and whose make, of 
boilers are fitted in H.M.S. “ Pelorus ” ; 
whether this vessel had her machinery 
recently overhauled prior to her depar- 
ture to join the Channel Squadron ; and 
what is the nature of the defects in her 
boilers that have necessitated her return 
to port now. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The boilers of 


the “ Pelorus” are of the “small tube” 


water-tube type, termed modified “ Nor- | 


mand” ; and they, with the engines, were 
made by Messrs. Thomson, now the 








*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixxx., pages 421-432. 
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Co., Ltd. The machinery of this ship 
had been recently overhauled at Devon- 
port. The return of the ship was not 
due to defects in the boilers, but was 
necessitated by the priming of the evapo- 
rators. This affected the freshness of 
the feed water so as to cause such ex- 
cessive priming of the boilers that the 
condensers were suspected to be leaking ; 
these have, however, since been tested 
and found to be quite tight. 


GIBRALTAR—NEW COMMERCIAL 
MOLE. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 


|| beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 


sury whether Her Majesty’s Government 
are aware that the new commercial !mole 
at Gibraltar is only 3,200 yards from 
Punta Mala in Spain, and that the whole 
of the commercial anchorage, the man-of- 
war anchorage, and the three new docks, 
which are now being constructed there at 
an estimated total cost of £4,369,000, are 
within the range of modern artillery and 
the shipping therein liable to be exposed 
to aconverging fire from a segment of 
nearly half a circle of the shore round the 
Bay of Gibraltar ; whether the advisa- 
bility has been considered of constructing 
these docks and works, or a portion of 
them, on the eastern side of the Rock; 
and, whether steps will be taken to sus- 
pend the construction of the works on 
the western side of the Rock until Her 
Majesty’s Government have satisfied them- 
selves that they are safe from attack from 
the land. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The distance 
mentioned by my hon. friend is sub- 
stantially accurate. It is quite true that 
the western side of the Rock is more 
exposed than the eastern side to attack 
from the land, but the eastern side is 
more open to every form of attack from 
the sea. The construction of the works 
would have taken a serious additional 
number of years on the eastern side as 
compared with the western side. The 
question of the east side or the west side 
was very fully considered by Lord Rose- 
bery’s Government in 1894, and again by 
the late Government on assuming office, 
and in both cases it was decided that the 


weight of advantage was on the western 


side. The Government are not prepared 


_to recommend a suspension of the works. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In refe- 
rence to the statement that the works 
on the eastern side would have taken 
longer to complete than those on the 
western side, is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the bottom is exactly the 
same depth and of the same character on 
each side? Why then should the works 
take longer ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ not 
aware, but if my hon. friend will put 
down a question I have no doubt an 
explanation will be given. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to ask the Leader of 


the House whether he is in a position to 
give the House any information as to 
the course of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my right hon. friend, I cannot, of course, 
state with certainty what the course of 
business will be. The Government, | 
need hardly say, have no desire to shorten 
the consideration of subjects with which 
the House may desire to deal fully, but I 
cannot help thinking that the House, 
without giving up any time it may desire 
to spend in discussing the questions 
before it, could, if it desired, conclude all 
the business by Saturday next. I assume 
—I hope I am not sanguine in assuming 
—that we shall conclude the debate on 
the Address to-night. If that is con- 
cluded to-night we shall then really have 
only two questions before us—namely, 
the Estimates to be proposed by my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War, and the Bill dealing with the bor- 
rowing powers of the Government to 
be introduced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): There is the Appro- 
priation Bill. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let me point 
out that the Appropriation Bill is confined 
to what is contained in the Estimates, 
and practically itis the same question, 
which can be debated again fully upon 
each stage of the Appropriation Bill. 
Practically, therefore, there are only two 
questions before the House, and if we 
proceed as quickly as our rules will per- 
mit, we have Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, Friday, and Saturday in which 
o discuss them. I should hope that we 
VOL. LXXXVIII. [Fourtu Seztes.] | 
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might not only finish the Estimates to- 
morrow, but might also take the ‘irst 
stage of the Bill of my right hon. triend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer dealing 
with the borrowing powers of the Govern- 
ment. Then we could take the Report of 
the resolution on Wednesday, the Second 
Readings of both Bills on Thursday, Com- 
mittees on Friday, and Third Readings on 
Saturday. It will be seen that the ques- 
tions of Estimates and borrowing powers 
can be discussed on all these stages, and 
I should therefore hope that the time 
between now and Saturday would be suffi- 
cient to dispose of the two topics with- 
out undue curtailment of debate. These 
are counsels of perfection, perhaps, but I 
think that to conclude on Saturday would 
be for the general convenience, and I put 
out this general scheme in order that 
Members may make up their minds, and 
that we may come toan arrangement that 
will conduce to general convenience on 
both sides. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
When does the right hon. Gentleman 
propose to ask the House to go into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to ask 
the House to go into Committee of Ways 
and Means to-morrow, and should it be 
very late at night the matter could be 
discussed again on Wednesday. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I presume 
there is no intention to break through 
the twelve o'clock rule to-morrow night, 
but it is intended to trust to the general 
desire to close the debate if possible ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would not 
like to give a decision now, or until I have 
collected the general view in the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May I suggest that the same attitude 
might apply now. I know that a con- 
siderable number of Members do not 
view with favour a motion for suspending 
the twelve o'clock rule. They have, as [ 
have already said, no desire for the con- 


'tinuance of discussion upon matters not 


immediately affecting the business before 
the House in the present session, and I 
am anxious that the sittings should close 
this week, though I think it would be 
better if this could be effected without 
the suspension of the rule. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If there is an 
understanding on both sides that the 
debate shall close to-night without sus- 


Q 
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pension of the rule, of course I will say | answer to Her Majesty’s Speech, if under 
nothing more, hut I do not gather that discussion at Twelve o’clock this night, 


there is such an understanding. 
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Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.(Sh’f'ld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 
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NOES. 


| Furness, Sir Christopher 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,Sir William Brampton | 
| Harcourt,Rt. Hon.Sir William | 
| Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

| Healy, Timothy Michael 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 

| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


| Labourchere, Henry 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 


| Maenamana, Dr. Thomas J. 


K‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstlield, Horace Rendall 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | 


M -rgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Noian,Col JohnP. (( ralway,N. | 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Palmer,Georze Win.( Reading) 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Perks, Robert William 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Rea, Russell 

teekitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

tobson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Svares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
‘Thomson, Frederick W. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whi teley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, ArthurO(Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Yoxali, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Norton and Mr. 
Jacoby. 


Ordered, That the Proceedings on the | humble Address be presented to Her 
Address in Answer to Her Majesty’s | Majesty, as followeth— 
Speech, if under discussion at Twelve | 


odock this night, be not 


under the Standing Order, Sittings of the 


House. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[TurrpD Day’s DEBATE.] 


BRITISH INTERESTS IN 


Order read, for resuming | 
Debate on Amendment [7th December] | y¢ 
to Question [6th December], ‘That an Majesty that it is essential that more adequate 


interrupted | 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of 


the 


| United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


CHINA. 


Adjourned | 


Q2 





Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
‘leave to offer our humble thanks to your 
Majesty for the gracious Speech which 
your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(J/r. Gordon.) 


And which Amendment was 


“At the end of the Question to add the 
yrds, ‘And we humbly represent to your 


Third Day. 
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measures should be taken for the safeguarding 
of the vast commercial and political interests 
of the British Empire in China; and we 
further humbly submit that no demand should 
be made on the Chinese Government for the 
punishment of Chinese officials which would 
not be equally imposed in the case of a Euro- 
pean Power, and also that reparation should 
be sought in increased facilities to trade rather 
than by a money indemnity.’”—(Mr. Joseph 
Walton.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there added.” 


Debate resumed. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Shettield, Ecclesall) said he did not think 
any apology was required for referring 
to questions relating to China. Indeed, 
the gratitude of the House was due to 
the hon. Member who introduced the 
question in a speech of so much modera- 
tion and knowledge on Friday night, and 
he ventured to repeat what he then said, 
that the very treatment of this question 
afforded the most agreeable contrast to 
the personalities in which so much of the 
time of the House was wasted on Thurs- 
day and during a portion of Friday. It 
was perfectly true that the South African 
question had been one of great gravity, 
but it might now he considered as _prac- 
tically settled, as South Africa would no 
doubt be British. sut the Chinese 
question still remained with us, and it 
was of even greater impoitance than ever 
the South African question had been, as 
our trade with China amounted to be- 
tween fiftyand sixty millions a year—more 
than double our trade with South Africa. 
and there was no reason why that trade 
should not enormously increase if only a 
wise and statesmanlike policy were pur- 
sued in regard to that country. It was 
not too much to say that the future of 
China, and perhaps of Asia, was now 
hanging in the balance. If once Russia 
was allowed to get military and _ political 
control of Manchuria and the North of 
China, she would obtain a lever to enable 
her to overrun the whole of China. 
‘There were in Manchuria twelve millions 
of people, hardy and naturally warlike, 


and in Pe-chi-li there were thirty millions, | 


and what Power was there in Europe 
which could resist 600,000 Northern 
Chinese, armed, disciplined, and led by 
Russian officers? That was what we must 
keep in view. It was a real danger 


which the House was too liable to over- 


{COMMONS} 
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look, but he ventured to say that any 
statesmen who were proved to have over- 
looked it would, when the fact was realised 
by the country, earn the execration of 
the English people. In some two years 
the Trans-Siberian Railway would be 
finished, and then it would be too late to 
save Manchuria from the grip of the 
Muscovite. At present England and 
Germany, backed up by the United 
States and Japan, were quite able to pre- 
vent the annexation of Manchuria by 
Russia. But the condition necessary 
for suecess was that the policy pursued 
must be clear and resolute. The noble 
Lord the Member for Rochester, who 
spoke on Friday night, rather challenged 
the hon. Member for Barnsley to give 
instances of our weakness in the past. 
He did not wish to take up that chal- 
lenge too sharply, but he would assert 
that if our policy was to succeed in 
the future, there must be no more 
such incidents as the ignominious with- 
drawal of our men-of-war from Port 
Arthur, no more wholly needless invita- 
tions to occupy ports in the Yellow Sea; 
no more such arrangements as were made 
for giving Russia a monopoly of all the 
railways north of the Great Wall, and no 
more tame acceptance of the constant 
insults offered by the Russian officers in 
China to our troops and flag. There 
could now be no doubt as to the nature 
of the policy of our great rival in North- 
east Asia, for it had been fully developed 
within the last two or three mont! s. It 
might be described as three-fold. The 
first aim was to weaken and_ discredit 
British prestige by various small affronts, 
which though notserious individually, were 
very gravecollectively, seeing how prestige 
was looked upon in the East, and espe- 
cially in China. The second object was 
to impress the Chinese with the over. 
whelming might of Russia and with a 
sense of her relentless cruelty by the 
terrible massacres along the Amur river, 
and the third was to pose as the friend of 
the corrupt Palace coterie, so that when 
the old gang resumed control she might 
claim her reward. Was not the last point 
proved by the sudden order, two months 
ago, for the evacuation of Peking by the 
Russian troops? That was simply done 
to please the Palace coterie and to obtain 
the support of the United States, which, 
at the time, was somewhat embarrassed 
‘by the General Election which was then 
proceeding. It was a distinct breach of 











36 
th 
Ru 
be 
lie 
eff 
pla 
fru 
dai 
hot 
at 
rig 
we: 
fail 
it 
pla 
ent 
wel 
ber 
of t 
at t 
gat 
eve 
Leg 
mir 
Adi 
had 
it h 
and 
nob; 
For 
nigh 
mat 
mili 
was 
folly 
have 
as t 
been 
at | 
Japa 
felt 
the | 
with 
whic 
by S¢( 
1 
and 
wom 
place 
harit) 
nate 
Powe 
such 
futur 
by th 
the pr 
other 
better 
massa 
was tl 











ert 

in 
re 
th- 
ort 


ah 
de 
she 

no 
unt 


ere 
1re 
th- 


ed 


‘he 
dit 
its,. 
ere 
ige 
pe- 
yas 


La 


1elb 











363 Address in Answer to {10 DECEMBER 1900} the Queen’s Speech. 364 


the alleged Concert of Europe by the | Powers to claim the punishment of the 
Russian Government. He was not a| Chinese responsible for the death of some 
believer in that Concert ; he did not be- | 300 Europeans, and yet to say nothing 
lieve it did or could exist ; it was only | against the Russian officers responsible 
effective to inform our enemies of our|for the massacre of 50,000 innocent 
plans and to give them opportunities of | Chinese. Yet he had looked in vain for 
frustrating our objects. It was doubly | any condemnation of such conduct both 
dangerous—it was dangerous both at | in our leading journals and by Members 
home and abroad. It deceived the people | of Parliament who were only too ready to 
at home, and it placed in the hands of | denounce the Turk. He agreed entirely 
right hon. and hon. Members opposite a} with the Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
weapon which would be used should any | ber for Barnsley. He agreed that greater 
failure follow upon our policy. Abroad | efforts were necessary to increase our 
it was even more effectual, because it | prestige and strengthen our power in 
placed our whole policy and conduct | China. He also thought the proposal to 
entirely under the control of those who | substitute increased trade privileges in 
were our natural rivals. If hon. Mem-| China for a large part of the money in- 
bers had knowledge of the secret history |demnity was excellent. It would bene- 
of the last few months they would laugh | fit both the Chinese and the nations 
at the Concert. It had been an unmiti-|of Europe, and he _ hoped, _ there- 
gated failure from beginning to end; it|fore, that the Government would 
even delayed the relief of the Peking | direct their efforts in that direction. They 
Legations until it became almost aj} might also make efforts to secure an im- 
miracle, and it absolutely thwarted | proved and more honest administration in 
Admiral Seymour’s gallant effort. It | China, That wasa necessity if any bene- 
had given Russia the lead in everything, | ficent result was to follow from the 
it had ailowed her to seize the railways, | bloodshed and cost of the present expedi- 
and terrorise the Chinese people. The} tions. There were plenty of honest men 
noble Lord the Under Secretary for | in China who would come forward if only 
Foreign Affairs told them the other | they were sure of the moral support of 
night that while the difficulties of diplo-| European nations. Russia was pursuing 
matic Concert were terrific, those of the same policy as she had pursued in 
military Concert were far greater. That | Turkey—namely, to keep the administra- 
was perfectly true, and it was therefore | tion ina rotten condition, and pose as the 
folly on the part of the Government to | friend of the Palace coteries,.in order that 
have embarked on such an expedition | some day the country would fall a help- 
as they did, when the work could have | less prey to her ambition. The most re- 
been done months earlier, far better, and | markable condemnation of the Concert 
at less expense, by a force of 10,000) was afforded by the action of Her 
Japanese or of 7,000 British troops. He | Majesty’s Ministers who had themselves 
felt bound to support the protest which | inflicted the coup de grace by substituting 
the hon. Member for Barnsley had made | for it an Anglo-German Agreement, the 
with great force against the cruelty with | main object of which was the mainte- 
which the campaign had been conducted | nance of the territorial independence of 
by some of those who had taken part in| China. But the only thing which counted 
it. The wholesale massacres of peaceful | in European politics was force majeure, and 
and industrious populations, including | the whole value of that agreement de- 
women and children, which had taken | pended upon whether by it Manchuria 
place were absolutely indefensible bar-| was to be freed from the military and 
barity, for which, owing to our unfortu- | political control of Russia. If the agree- 
nate diplomatic association with the} ment meant winking at the Russian 
Powers whose troops had been guilty of | annexation of Manchuria and _ freely 
such atrocious conduct, we should in | throwing open the Yang-tsze-Kiang valley 
future generations be held in detestation | to German competition it would be worse 
by the people of China. He believed that | than useless. It was customary in some 
the public execution of Prince Tuan and | quarters to describe his remarks as un- 
other well-known leaders would be far | conciliatory, but he was only now doing 
better for China and her future than the | in regard to China what he ventured to 
massacre of thousands of villagers. It|do in 1894 and 1896 with regard 
was the greatest hypocrisy for Christian|to South Africa, when he said that 


Third Day. 
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unless the nettle was grasped war would | 


come. If we now allowed Russian 


control to be established in Manchuria, | 


Russia would become the force majeure in 
China, and we should be unable to cope | 
with her. The policy he advocated was 
really the policy of peace, because it would | 
put this country in such a position of | 
strength that its opponents would not 
dare to attack it. If, on the other hand, 
the Government followed a policy of 
vacillation upon this occasion they would 
find themselves confronted with a con- | 
dition of things with which they would be | 
unable to contend. 


*Mr. 
that as one who had practical connection 
with China he might be allowed to offer 
afew remarks upon this subject. He 
first, however 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs upon his safe return to this | 


country and the position to which he had 
been appointed. He believed the noble | 
Lord to be possessed of the hereditary | 
capacity for statesmanship which dis- | 
tinguished his family, and that in ful- 


filling the duties of his office he would be | 


of great advantage to the country and 
gain honour for himself. So much had 
been said during the elections against | 
the policy of the Government with regard | 
to China that it was somewhat surprising | 
that when the points of the policy came 
before the House the criticisms of hon. 
Gentlemen should be 
small dimensions, and their suggestions 
should be so erroneous. The second pro- 
posal of the Amendment, besides being 
unsound in principle, would, ne believed, 
have a most injurious effect by encouraging | 
the Chinese officials to repeat those ‘hor. | 
rible atrocities and cruelties which they | 
had perpetrated upon the Christian popu- 
lation in China. Many business men and 
missionaries had been sacrificed in those 
atrocious massacres which were now 
known to have been instigated and | 
abetted by the Chinese officials, and he | 
felt certain that if the perpetrators of 
those cruelties were allowed to escape | 
with impunity, at no distant date there | 
would be a recurrence of those atrocities. | 
Among the friends and relatives of | 
those who had — there was no | 
thought of revenge, but for the safety 
of life and property in China to-day it was 
absolutely necessary that such condign | 
punishment should be inflicted upon 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 


{COMMONS} 


WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said | 


, desired to congratulate the | 


reduced to such | 
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those wretched and treacherous miscreants 
'as wowd burn into the Chinese official 
mind, as nothing else could, a wholesome 
| dread of European power, and respect for 
Christian life and property, which would 
‘last for all time. In his opinion the 
Government had already taken ample 
}means for the safeguarding of the vast. 
“commercial and political interests of 
ithe British in China by the formation 
| of a successful Concert of the European 
| Powers. Notwithstanding the remarks 
of the hon. Member for the Ecclesall 
Division of Sheftield, he thought the 
| action of the Powers had so far been 
vigorous and harmonious, and that the 
pacification of China would soon be an 
| accomplished fact. The Under Secretary 
|for Foreign Affairs had intimated that 
the Government regarded the pacification 
of China as the most pressing matter in 
connection with our interests there. 
The Government was also strenuously 
supporting the opening up of the whole 
| of China to the trade of all nations. To 
‘that end the agreement with Germany had 
| been of great use ; it gave a splendid lead 
to other’ nations, ‘and it secured the pre- 
dominance of the British policy of the open 
'door. In working out this policy he 
‘thought that all duties levied by the 
Chinese Government upon imports should 
be rigorouslyconfined to the port of entry. 
Sufficient duties should be levied there, 
under the superintendence and control of 
European officials, to pay the Chinese 
officials properly and for the conduct of 
| administrative matters in the Chinese 
Empire, and that likin should be abso- 
lutely abolished. Likin consisted of ex- 
tortionate extortions levied on all goods 
| at various stages of their transit inland 
/only ; they had been measured in the past 
| only by the greed and rapacity of the extor- 
tionate officials who levied them, and they 
had been one of the greatest curses to 
| British commerce in China. If they were 
| abolished he believed it would be greatly 
ito the advantage not only of Kurope, 
but China herself. Some hon. Gentle- 
| men were of opinion that British 
| interference in the affairs of China would 
be of little benefit and much expense to 
us. He would remind them that our inter- 
ference in the affairs of India and our 
| direct administration of that great empire 
| had resulted in a trade to this country of 
| £140, 000,000 per annum, which every 
five years nearly doubled itself, and had 
| | been of very great benefit to India. Our 
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indirect administration of a small part of 
China had resulted in a trade which 
had doubled during ten years, and 
last year amounted to £70,000,000, 
three-fifths of which was British, and 
five-sixths carried in British bottoms, 
and he believed that the pacification 
and the opening up of that country 
would create for British commerce one 
of the greatest markets in the world. 
He thought it was the duty of the House 
to vigorously support the policy of. the 
Government in China, by granting ample | 
supplies. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): Though the reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs as to | 
interpretation of the Anglo-German 
Agreement, and also his reply to one 
or two other important matters to 
which I referred in connection with | 
China was not satisfactory, still, in view 
of his promise that the Government. will | 
take into careful consideration the sug- 
gestions [ have made which would be 
likely to assist British trade in China, I | 
ask leave of the House to withdraw the 
Amendment. 





| taken in hand at once. 
| raise is as to the predominance of one 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 
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but one which they do not like to refer 
to in public. In my judgment this matter 
goes to the root of. the influence ‘of the 
Government, and it will prevent the 
Government doing that which I think it 
is bound to do as a result of the General 
Election through which we have just 
passed. In the recent elections the 
country decided two great issues. One 
was the war, and on that question the 
country approved the action of the 
Government, and decided that the war 
was to be continued to the end. It gave 


| the Government absolute power and dis- 


cretion to carry it on until the British 
flag was supreme between Cape Colony 
and the Zambesi. The other question 
which, in my judgment, was almost as 
important which the country also had 
before it to decide was whether, without 
any further delay, there should be, 
not reform, but entire reorganisation 
in our system of national defence. If 
believe that the country felt this question 
to be as important as that of the carrying 
on of the war, if not of greater import- 


‘ance, and the country gave the Govern- 


ment this overwhelming majority on the 
condition that the reorganisation of our 
system of national defence should be 
The question | 


family in the Cabinet, and how it affects 


| that question, and I shall endeavour to 


show that this arrangement is detrimental 


| to the idea that we are going to have anv 


CABINET AND GOVERNMENT 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): The 
Amendment which I have had the honour | 
to place upon the Paper I now desire to | 
move. I know that to question anything | 
of this sort is a matter that requires a 
certain amount of brutality, and [ know 
perfectly well I shall not be looked upon 
with any great favour for the action I 
now take by some Members of this | 
House ; but in the remarks I shall make | 
[ shall not trespass on any personalities. | 
I merely wish to raise a question of great 
public importance, and to judge it on its | 
merits. In the steps I have taken I am 
not in the position of an anonymous 
writer ; many of these matters are raised 
anonymously, but what I have written I 
have put my name to, and I| bring that 
forward to show that I am not afraid to 
act in my own name. I believe the for- 
mation of the Government is a thing that | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


everybody notices and refers to privately, l Government 


reform at ‘all. It is no secret that the 


| country was not satisfied with the action 


of the late Government. Thatis common 
knowledge on both sides of the House. 
I am speaking not only for myself but for 
many others, and if the House wants 
proof I need cnly refer to the letter of 
the hon. Member for Elgin and Nairn, 
written last summer and already quoted 
in this debate, in which he said the 
action of the Government was not satis- 
factory. If they had not felt that the 
hon. Gentleman was a man who could be 
trusted they certainly would not have 
selected him to move the Address, and 
thereby clearly shown that a good deal of 
what has been said was correct on these 
points. Everybody, whatever their 
feelings, sank their differences to the 
great issues before the country. The 


great question of the Church, the 
question of Education and Voluntary 
Schools, even the action of the 


vaccination, 


Third Day, 
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were forgotten. All these questions were 
sunk because we wished to give the Gov- 
ernment as long, strong, and large a maj- 
ority as possible in order to support them 
throughout Europe and the world. The 
only exceptions were their Irish allies, who 
did not act during the General Election as 
if they were strong supporters of the Gov- 
ernment, but the Government have thrown 
over the chief member who acted under 
the late Government for Ireland, and so I 
suppose some compromise has been 
arranged. Well, it may be said that if 
we felt so strongly on the subject of the 
national defence, why could we not have 


brought it upin the last session of Parlia- | 


ment? There were obvious reasons why 
we did not do so, There were very few on 
the opposite side of the House, except the 
section already referred to, and practically 
no one except one Member on this side, 
who did not wish to give the Government 
absolute freedom during the last Parlia- 
ment. Wedid not wish to bring up those 
questions on which we differed, and 
we did not wish to raise the question 
of the national defence, because we 
wished, not to embarrass the Govern- 
ment, but to give them an absolutely free 
hand. The election hzving passed, and 
the country having decided as they have 
done that these questions cannot be 
ignored, I say that we have a right, and 
I think it is our bounden duty now, to 
consider whether the formation of the 
Government will tend to produce these 
reforms so necessary in our national 
defence. I lay great stress upon that ; 
and the point which I shall try to show 
is that the predominance of one family, 
however distinguished, is certainly detri- 
mental to that position. There are many 
apologists for our system who say that 
during last year, with all our calamities, 
the country sent between 200,000 and 
300,000 men to South Africa, and that 
everything was done that could be done. 
I say that that was done, not by the 
system of the Government, but in spite 
of it. I say that the country rose as one 
man, and that everything was done— 
volunteers came forward, and all the 
other steps were taken, but it was not 
done by our system. It seems to me 
that our system of national defence led 
to the failure at Colenso, but it 
was the action of the country that 
changed the aspect of afiairs and 
turned the tide to success. If that 
was so, I think the time has come 
Mr. Bartley. 
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for us to demand an inquiry into those 
questions, and that seems to me to be the 
point we should brace ourselves to con- 
sider. It was not the time, nor was it 
desirable that we should last session go 
into it, but che time has now arrived. 
Although there are a number of points we 
should inquire into, I do not wish to 
trespass long upon the House. Still there 
are a few points I must refer to. Those 
of us who are interested in the South 
African war, and many of us who were 
present in South Africa, know that there 
are an immense number of points 
that must be considered. We are 
bound to ask and to get an answer 
why our army was not ready, and 
whether our guns were less or not less 
efficient than those of the enemy. Why 
was Natal left absolutely at the mercy of 
the Boers, and why was Ladysmith made 
the Aldershot of the Cape? Was our 
supply of ammunition adequate? These 
are questions which it is absolutely neces 
sary that we should go into. I have 
heard on very good authority that the 
Navy had to be ransacked for ammuni- 
tion, and that we were absolutely at a 
loss for ammunition at the beginning of 
the current year. I say we are bound, 
without regard to party, without regard 
to personal feelings, and without regard 
to personal interests, to inquire why that 
was the case. If it was so somebody should 
be held absolutely and personally re- 
sponsible. How is this inquiry to be 
made? No doubt we shall be told when 
Parliament meets in February next that 
there will be a Commission or something 


,of that sort to inquire into these ques- 


tions. That may be very good, 
but the whole of that = inquiry 
depends on the way in which 
it is made. During the election there 
were continual inquiries as to what 
changes were to be made in the personne! 
of the Government. Everybody felt that 
there must be changes made to carry out 
this inquiry, and so loud did _ these 
inquiries become that hon. Members may, 
perhaps, remember that just before the 
election Lord Roberts was announced to 
be the successor of the Commander-in- 
Chief. That gave a great feeling of relief 
to the whole country, but I would ask 
why we were not told who was to be the 
First Lord of the Admiralty at the same 
time ? I myself believe if we had been 
told it would have been a very satisfac- 
tory thing for us to know it. I don't 
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think that many of us would have had any | kind after he 
> > . . “¢ ee 
great confidence in the inquiry if the name | august 
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got a seat on that 
Bench. But what are the 


had been announced. The Stundard, which, | antecedents of that right hon. Gentle- 


I believe, is a newspaper that supports 
the Government, was very strong upon 
the point, and it said if it had been 
announced beforehand possibly the result 
of the electicn would have been different | 
from what it was. But immediately after | 
the election we had a very few authentic 
remarks on this subject of the inquiry by 
the Prime Minister at the Guildhall. 
Here I lead up to a point which seems to 
me to be very vital in the consideration 
of this question. At the Guildhall the 
Prime Minister made a very remarkable 





speech. He praised up the War Office, 
and dilated upon the fact that between 
200,000 and 300,000 men had been sent 
out. All that, I say, was done in spite of 


the War Office, and not by it. It was done | 


by the country, and not by the system 
of national defence—by the resources 


of the country, and not by the resources | 


of the War Office. 
said he rather deprecated than encouraged 
unnecessary inquiry. 
“unnecessary,” but I think that the spirit 


He used the word | 


The Prime Minister | 


and tone of these remarks did deprecate | 


acomplete and exhaustive inquiry such as 
we demand. If it took Lord Lansdowne 


five years and a great war, with its | 
enormous loss to this country of life and | 
treasure, to find out that our stores were | 


wrong, if we do not mind it will take as | 


many years. and perhaps another war, 
before we get the inquiry. When the 
vacancy in the ottice of Secretary of State 
for War was announced to the country 
every newspaper, Zhe Times amongst 
others, dilated upon the great importance 
of securing somebody at the War Office 
who was the strongest man who could 
be obtained—the most decided, and the | 
most absolutely independent, and that he 
ought to have a free hand if he was to do 
anything. Can we say that we have this | 
vara avis secured to us? I have great | 
respect for the Secretary of State for | 
War—lI think he is a most excellent man ; 
but if there had been a guessing competi- 
tion, such as we find now in various news- 
papers, how many in this House would 
have guessed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would have been selected for this 
most serious and most important duty ? 
He is a gentleman I have known during 
fifteen years | have been in this House, 
and I have found him extremely kind. 
He has even gone the length of being 





man! He has been nearly ten years 
in the War Office. He has _ been 
associated with almost all the work there 
up to the time of the war. If there 
is all this deficiency in stores and in 
the other preparations, such, for in- 
stance, as the absence of maps which 
every War Office should have, 1 say with 
all due respect and from the political 
standpoint absolutely, that he is largely 
to blame for these deficiencies. I think 
he will form an excellent administrator ; 
still, I think there is reason for us to feel, 
looking to the events of the past year in 
connection with the war and the condi- 
tion of our national defences, that it is 
unfortunate that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has been associated with that 
department so long, and that he has 
been mixed up with all these matters. 
[ ask this: supposing there came - to 
be a difference of opinion between 
Lord Salisbury and the right hon. Gen 
tleman, is he likely to override the Prime 
Minister in matters concerning the War 
Oftice? The Prime Minister, in his 
speech, rather deprecated unnecessary 
inquiry. Is it likely that the right hon. 
Gentleman will have the power to have 
his own way in the case of that difference 
of opinion arising? We know perfectly 
well that when he was in the House in 


| the last Parliament as Under Secretary for 


Foreign Affairs he was not allowed to 
answer questions of a supplementary 
character without referring to the Prime 
Minister, and therefore it seems to me 
that to put a man in that position who 
probably will have the usual differences 


| of opinion from the Prime Minister is very 


dangerous. The fact of the right hon. 
Gentleman, of whom I wish to speak with 


| great respect, being put in this position 


suggests that the War Office w.ll continue 
to he considered the perfect machine 
it has been in the past. But it may be 
said—and here I come to the chief point 
of my argument — that, although the 
Prime Minister and the Secretary of 
State for War may differ, there are other 
members of the Cabinet who will look 
after any deficiency that may arise, that 
he will be guided by others, acting, of 
course, on their own account for the 
great Departments—the Navy, the Trea- 
sury, and the Foreign Office. These 
are great Departments of the State, but 
Third Day. 
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the Cabinet, and they are practically 
members of the same family. I say 


it is an unprecedented thing that one- 


fifth of this swollen Cabinet should 
practically be all of one family party. 


How do you expect to get independence | 


of opinion in that case? You want men 
who will administer their Departments 
with absolute independence and vigour, 
which you cannot expect to get in well 
ordered sons in-law and sons. In the last 
Cabinet there were three of this family, 
whom we all very highly esteem, but I 
think most of us feel that was enough, 
and that we should not have five in 
positions, making the Government not 
one of independent units, but really a 
Government of one family. It appears 
to me that this is a serious question, as 
this Cabinet has been so swollen. It 
has now twenty members. It has become 
so large that a sub-Cabinet has to be 
made, and that sub-Cabinet, with the 
Prime Minister and the First Lord, 
is practically a Cabinet of one man. 
With regard to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, many of us knew him when 
he was in this House; in fact he was so 
fond of us he did not want to go. He 
sat_in this House after he became a peer, 
and we had politely to tell him he must 
go. I do not wish to say a word against 
anybody—I am not saying a word 
against anybody, except in their pro- 
fessional or political position—-but if 
their was a difference of opinion in regard 
to the Navy between Lord Selborne and 
Lord Salisbury, which would have more 
power, the father-in-law or the son-in- 
law ! It is obvious that such a condition 
of affairs is not desirable. Can we for 
one moment compare Lord Selborne with 
Mr. Goschen? I say, emphatically, that 
Mr. Goschen was a man of great power, 
originality, and industry, to whom the 
country owes a great debt for the way in 
which he managed the Navy in the last 
Parliament, and nobody can deny that 
the strength and power of the office is 
immensely reduced, in spite of the fact 
that it is the most important function of 
this House to maintain the strength of 
the Navy, by the transference of the seals 
of the office to Lord Selborne. Then there 
is the Board of Trade. I candidly say 
that I have never heard a single man in 


any direction support this appointment. | 


We know the late Home Secretary was 
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three out of the four are represented in | 
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authority that he did not want to leave, 
but he was got rid of in order 
to make way for some other Gentleman. 
The appointment to the Board of Trade 
certainly does not strengthen that De- 
partment, nor does it give it an indepen- 
dent voice in the Cabinet, and that I 
extremely regret. I think I have shown 


‘conclusively that the preponderance of 


this one family in the Cabinet does not 
strengthen the Government in the eyes of 
this House or of the country. I do not 
for one moment say that the hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen of this family are 
not men of great ability. We know they 
are; but if one-fifth of the Cabinet is to be 
of one family, why not a half, or the 
whole? And then there are the Lord 
Chancellor and the Commander-in-Chief. 
There are members in the family who 
would well fill those positions. Take the 
Archbishoprie of Canterbury ; there is no 
doubt about there being one perfectly 
competent for that post. He is so able 
that when he was barely ordained he was 
sutticiently competent to take one of the 
best livings in the Church. A_ good 
many years ago Lord Beaconsfield ap- 
pointed the son of a clergyman in his dis- 
trict, I believe, toa post in the Stationery 
Ottice. The outcry was tremendous ; it 
wis considered an outrageous job. But 
that was a single event, and did not mean 
five of a family being put into offices in 
which they drew £17,000 or £18,000 a 
year, as in the present case. It is most 
unreasonable that this should be con- 
sidered simply as a matter of private 
concern. Suppose for a moment that this 
action had been taken by the late 
Mr. Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone took two 
offices, and a great fuss was made. 
3ut supposing he had taken for his own 
family five or six of the highest appoint- 
ments in the Cabinet. I know what 
would have happened then. We should 
have had a bill giving the names of the 
relatives and their salaries placarded in 
every borough in the land. If it would 
have been wrong for Mr. Gladstone, why 
is it not wrong when somebody else does 
it? I undertake to say unhesitatingly 
that if this matter was thoroughly ex- 
plained at any meeting in the country, 
whether Conservative, Tory, or even 
Liberal Unionist, it would be strongly 
objected to. It is not desirable that our 
Government should have this jibe thrown 
at all. All the newspapers are jeering ; 


got rid of; I have it on very good | the comic papers refer to it; and the 


Mr. Bariley. 
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other night even the House of Lords was {| honour which is so keenly received and 
made to laugh about this very subject. | enjoyed by some of my Liberal Unionist 
Our friends as well as our enemies speak | friends behind me—namely, a_ belted 
about it, and in our Conservative clubs knighthood. The appointment, I may 
and elsewhere the Government is called | say, was that of Auditor General. — I re- 
“The Hotel Cecil, Unlimited.” This | fused it. I did not wantit. I did not leave 
being the case, are we supposed to sit on | the public service twenty-five years ago in 
this side of the House and look as if we| order to get a better appointment. 
approved of and liked it? I may be | Strange as it may seem—although some 
regarded as audacious and daring to refer | people on the Bench there might wish me 
to the matter, but there are many on this | to—-I did not want to leave the House, 
side who agree with me, although they do | and as long as my constituents give me, 
not like to say so, and doubtless they will | as they do now, one of the largest majori- 
not vote for me. No doubt they do not ties in the kingdom, [ am content to 
like to look unkind ; no doubt we all owe | remain as | am, and my aspiration now 
—-and I would say this most emphatically | is to endeavour to keep the Government 

-Lord Salisbury an enormous debt of! a little more in order, possibly, than it 
gratitude. I only regret that in the last | was before. Nobody knows better than 
few years of his life he has done this, | I do what folly it is to speak here with 
hecause it is damaging his prestige and | independence. But the times are very 
position. But, as I say, many agree with | serious, and independence is more needed 
me, although they will not vote with| on our side than ever. We have prac- 
me—some from very high motives, | tically—I hope hon. Gentlemen opposite 
and one or two, perhaps, because , will not be otfended—no Opposition. At 
they think by so doing they would any rate, the Opposition is not very 
cut off all chance for themselves.) powerful. The Government can do 
Let them not be alarmed. They do not exactly what it likes; it never consults 
lose anything by being straight on this | us, although we keep it in office still. It 
matter. They have a better chance by | is necessary that independence should 
telling the truth straightforwardly. They | exist, and that we should say what we 
must remember that the family is not | think on these particular points. I do 
yet exhausted, and there is another family | not know whether I shall be out of 
in the Midland counties to pick up | order, but Lord Randolph Churchill used 
any crumbs which may be left. It has | to call it “the old gang,” and I am afraid. 
been said, and will be said again, that I “the old gang” is more “old gangy” 
am taking this course because I am a than it ever was. No one can possibly 
disappointed man, and I expected to get | object to a reasonable number of a family 
a large salary for some good appointment. | deriving benefit from the greatness of 
Many in the House think this, and dare not | the State. I should be the last to object. 
say it, and there are thousands outside, no | I think it is one of the highest incentives. 
doubt, who will agree with them. But | to enterprise and success that we should 
whatever my motive, are these things | do something for our children. Nobody 
facts or not? As regards myself it is) wishes to prevent that, but it must be in 
true, no doubt, that Lord Salisbury might | reason. Important and_ great offices 
have told my constituents that he re-| must not be given to nonentities. There 
gretted very much that he could not | is another aspect of this affair. The 
give me office owing to special circum-! canker worm of patronage is not limited 
stances, bnt he did not repeat the) to Parliamentary appointments. I[t has 
statement this year—there were family | rarely been done so boldly as at present, 
reasons to prevent it. I would acknow-| but it also enters into the Army and 
ledge that I did innocently and fully| Navy. I say emphatically this is a 
believe that the Prime Minister meant | matter of enormous importance. How 
what he said, and that it was not! many of the early disasters of this last 
merely a diplomatic expression. But I} war were due te improper appointments 
think I am justified in saying that I am jin the early days of the Government ? 
free from any such motive as that of dis-| When it was thought that the war was to 
appointment. I have been offered an! be of so easy a character many of the 
appointment, with a—to me—very large | appointments were obtained by family 
salary, and also there was held out to me | intrigue. Men in this country are 
by some the glittering prospect of the | willing to sacrifice themselves, or to give 
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their children in the war, bu. still there 
is a feeling abroad—and no hon. Member 
will venture to contradict me—that many 
of our first reverses were due to the in- 
competency of officers who had been largely 
picked out from private considerations. 
They may be wrong in this, but they 
want to know, and they want to have 
the matter examined. Nobody is satis- 
fied at the present time, and they will not 
be satisfied unless there is a full investi- 
gation into this matter by an absolutely 
independent authority. I say that it 1s 
a little “off” for the Government which 
is going to make this inquiry to have a 
certain amount of taint itself in this way. 
In our national defence the selection of 
heads will be of the most vital importance, 
and the example set by the Government 


seems to me that although certain persons 
may hold high pvusitions their families 


viduals are too apt to think that their 
sons areas clever as they are, and they 
may attempt to put them into such 
positions. 


very nearly toaclose. I may be very 


foolish to voice here what so many think. 


I shall no doubt be abused and hunted 
down, and [ am aware that the unfortu- 
nate mouse that bells the cat has a bad 
time of it. However, that must come to 
pass. That is unimportant to the com- 
munity so long as this matter is brought 
to light, and what happens to me 
is a matter of no concern. [AN 
Hon. Member: Hear, hear.} I am 
much obliged to my Liberal Unionist 
friend behind me for that interruption. 
The responsibility, no doubt, is great in 
these matters, and of course it should all 
be done absolutely for the public good. 
It should not only be done in that way, 
but it should look so to the man in the 
street. That is a most important point 
in the giving away of high patronage. 
When there are so many of one family 
selected by the head of that family, 
certainly it does not inspire confidence 
amongst outsiders, and both in_ politics 
and in the Army and Navy this weakness 
is certainly a very serious one. I do not 
know whether I shall get even a seconder 
for my Amendment, and I have not 
inquired for one. I hope I shall, and if I 
do I shail certainly divide the House. It 
may be that the Leader of the House will 
not even condescend to answer me. If 
he does, I have no doubt that I shall 


Mr, Bartley. 
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'the future. 
in this respect is a very unhappy one. It | 


[ have brought my remarks | 
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| receive a severe castigation. But let me 
-warn him that the division will not be an 
index of the feeling of this House or of 
the country. If everybody here could 
vote as they think the result would he 
very different. I am sure of this—that 
there is a feeling abroad that this 


sort of thing could not happen 
in the Conservative party. There 
is also a feeling abroad that we 


have unlimited confidence in the Prime 
Minister in this matter, and we expect 
him to use that confidence in a way 
which will not only satisfy himself, but 
satisfy outsiders ; and I am sure of this 


|—that, although my Amendment may 


receive little support, it will have a 
tendency to stop this evil going on in 
And, therefore, with great 
reluctance, and still feeling that I have 
brought forward a proper matter for the 


| consideration of this House, I venture to 
may not all be clever, and those indi- | 


move the Amendment which stands in 


| my name. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
formally seconded the Amendment. 


Another Amendment proposed — 

“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘ But we humbly express our regret at 
the advice given to Your Majesty by the Prime 
Minister in recommending the appointment of 
so many of his own family to offices in the 
Cabinet and Government, as being calculated 
to diminish the responsibility of Your 
Majesty’s Ministers to Parliament, and gravely 
to impair the efficiency of the public service.’ ” 
—(Mr. Bartley.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): My hon. friend who has just sat 
down appeared to be absorbed during the 
latter part of his speech with a feeling of 
glowing self-satisfaction at the courage he 
was displaying in carrying out a difficult 
and dangerous public dvty. He seemed 
to think that some terrible Nemesis 
would fall upon him for the line he was 
taking, and that he was acting a very 
heroic and patriotic part in throwing 
himself undaunted into the breach. I 
do not quite understand my hon. friend’s 
view in this matter. I have been in the 
House now for twenty - six years, 
and I do not think there is any 
Parliamentary task more easy than, 
amid the cheers of your opponents, 
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to make a personal attack on your | 


friends. It requires for its operation 
and for its successful execution neither 
very great courage nor very great ability. 
I am quite sure my hon. friend has both 
courage and ability which he is prepared 
to exhibit at an appropriate moment, but 
the particular job which he has taken on 
hand to-day does not seem to be one of 
those which specially call for the exercise 
of these heroic virtues. I listened with 
great attention to my hon. friend, and, 
though I discovered that he had a very 
strong aversion to the number of persons 
in the Cabinet connected with the Prime 
Minister, I did not exactly understand 
the line of argument by which he at- 
tempted to prove that it was inimical to 
the public service. He did not suggest— 
as far as I heard him, at all events—that 
any of those persons were incapable of 
carrying out, or unfit to carry out, the 
functions entrusted tothem. He did not 
even refer, I think, to myself, who am the 
oldest, and, I presume, the worst offender 
in the line of which he was speaking. 
What was the argument of my hon. 
friend ? He said the country has recently 
been called upon to pronounce a verdict 
upon two great issues. One of those 
issues was the continuation of the war, 
and the other great issue was the reform 
of the War Office. So far so good. I 
followed my hon. friend in the statements 
he made, but I was greatly puzzled to 
know what bearing they had upon the 
conclusion he wished the House to adopt. 
He made a violent attack on the War 
Ottice—upon the late occupant of the War 
Office. He made another attack, a very un- 
just, and, in my opinion, very ungenerous 
attack, on the present holder of the War 
Office. Neither the late Secretary of 
State nor the present Secretary of State 
for War has the misfortune which is 
shared by some of their colleagues of 
being nearly related to the Prime Minister. 
How, then, was this attack, this most un- 
merited attack, as I think, upon Lord 
Lansdowne and my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War rele- 
vant to the issue which the hon. Gen- 
tleman has brought before the House ? 
As I understood it, that long preface 


about the supposed misdeeds of the War | 


Office and the supposed incompetence of 
my right hon. friend near me to reform 
the War Office was directed to this end— 
that wken my right hon. friend in the | 
Cabinet found himself in disagreement 
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with the Prime Minister upon some sub- 
ject of Army reform, a faithful phalanx of 
relatives would come forward and outvote 
my right hon. friend, and prevent him 
from carrying out those reforms which, 
in another part of his speech, my 
hon. friend said he was by nature 
and training absolutely unfitted to 
suggest. Is that a very reasonable point 
of view? The hon. Gentleman said the 
Cabinet is now an overgrown Cabinet. 
If it isan overgrown Cabinet, the propor- 
tion of this unhappy and persecuted family 
has the smaller influence for evil. But, 
he said, the Cabinet is so overgrown that 
there must be a sub-Cabinet, and that 
that sub-Cabinet is composed of the Prime 
Minister’s near relations. How does my 
hon. friend know that there must be a sub- 
Cabinet; how does he know that these things 
are done by a sub-Cabinet ; and, if there 
be a sub-Cabinet, how does my hon. friend 
know that it is composed of the Prime 
Minister’s near relatives? It is purely 
invention on my hon. friend’s part, and,. 
though it was loudly cheered by hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House, I could not help smiling to myself 
when I remembered how inconsistent that 
view is with the other theory of the 
Cabinet which we hear constantly put 
forward in the Press, in the couutry, and,. 
above all, by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
My hon. friend’s view is that the Prime: 
Minister and his satellites, who are also 
his relations, rule as a_sub-Cabinet 
over the deliberations of their colleagues 
and crush the budding reforming tenden- 
cies of my right hon. triend the Secretary 
of State for War and others, who, how- 
ever incompetent, according to my hon. 
friend, have still inclinations towards the: 
right. But that is not the view held by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. Their view is 
that this Cabinet sits simply to register 
the decree of one all too powerful Minister, 
and that all too powerful Minister is not 
the Premier, backed up by his family, 
but my right hon. friend the Secretary 
for the Colonies. He is not, according to 
my hon. friend, even a member of that 
sub-Cabinet. In my hon. friend’s per- 
verted view of what goes on the Secre- 

tary for the Colonies does not figure at all. 

He vanishes altogether, while in the view 
| of hon. Gentlemen opposite he looms an 
| enormous and baleful figure, overshadow- 
| ing his pigmy colleagues and reducing all 
| ‘the other nineteen gentlemen who nomi- 
| | nally sit with him in the Cabinet to the 
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position of humble and subservient fol- 
Those are two quite opposite | wards Lord Grenville, first cousins, were 


lowers. 





IMONS} the Queen’s Speech. 382 


the second Pitt and Mr. Grenville, after- 


views of the Cabinet—views which are | two of the most important members of 


not only opposite, but inconsistent—and 


I would respectfully venture to suggest |some reason or 


to the gentlemen who have drawn these 
pictures—whether the picture in which 
the Prime Minister with his satellites 
figure as the villain of the piece, or the 
picture in which the Colonial Secretary 
figures as the villain—that these are both 
equally the creation of an uninformed 
imagination and have no resemblance 
whatever to the reality. My hon. friend 
goes upon the theory that from the 
nature of the case relatives are too likely 
to agree. 


that people are bound together by the 
tie of relationship prevents that inde- 
pendence of judgment without which, 
no doubt, a Cabinet cannot fulfil 
its full measure of utility. Ido not know 
that [ am particularly anxious to make 
agreement in the Cabinet more difficult 
than, I suppose, some Cabinets have found 
it, and I certainly cannot hold out the 
smallest hope or expectation to my hon. 
friend that any members of this Cabinet 
are likely to disagree, and certainly not 
the members of this Cabinet who h: appen 
to be in any way connected by relation- 
ship. But certainly if my hon, friend is | 
not making a personal attack upon 
particular individuals, but is making him- | 
self the advocate of a great general 


principle—if that is his view, I think the | 


smallest knowledge of English history 
will inform him that there have been 
constantly near relations assooiated 
together in the 
country, and that they have hardly ever 
contrived to agree during the whole of 
their political career. I am not going to 
run down the long course of successive 
Ministries, but [ may remind my hon. 
friend that Walpole 


quarrelling with his brother - in -law, | 


Lord Townshend, and turning him 
out of the Secretaryship of State; | 
that Lord Temple first quarrelled 


Canada, and then quarrelled with his 
brother, who lost to us America ; that 
they alternately agreed and alternately 
quarrelled with each other until the 


-quarrels of the Grenvilles and the Pitts | no criticism upon him. 


formed half the English history of the third | 
quarter of the last century. In the next 
generation, unless my memory fails me, 


Wr.A. J. Balfour. 


His view, if [ do not mis- | 
represent him, is that the very fact | 


Government of the | 


could not help | 


| 
with his brother-in-law, who won for us only son he then had in the House of 
| 


Administration. For 
other, which I either 
|never knew or have forgotten, after the 
Peace of Amiens Lord Grenville found it 
impossible to work again with his rela- 
tives. The Duke of Wellington and 
Lord Wellesley, when they worked 
| together, worked together for the great 
| benefit of the country, but unfortunately, 
as is well known, in later life the two 
brothers found it impossible to work 
'together harmoniously, greatly, as I 
| think, to the public loss. And even in 
the great Reform Cabinet of Lord Grey 
of 1830, unless all the stories that have 
; come down to us are erroneous, the two 
most important members of that Cabinet 
were Lord Grey and _ his son-in-law, Lord 
Durham, and their relations very often 
left much to be desired. I have gone 
into this long parenthesis, but my hon. 
friend really need not be so distressed 
about this imaginary danger that, owing 
to there being two or three gentlemen of 
the same family in the Cabinet, inde- 
| pendence of opinion is lost and the power 
of the Prime Minister unduly magnified. 
The hon. Member has told us that if the 
| composition of the Government had been 
known before the General Election was 
‘concluded it would have been alluded to 
jat every meeting, placarded on every 
| hoarding, and the public indignation 
would have been so aroused that the 
General Election would have turned out 
| differently. 


Mr. Pitt’s first 








Mr. BARTLEY : I did not say that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly 


thought my hon. friend did suggest that. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I said that if Mr 
Gladstone had so acted that is whai 
| would have been done by us. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
rightly Mr. Gladstone did appoint the 


If I remember 


Commons to office. [Hon. MEMBERS on 


| the Opposition Benches: “No.”] My 
| memory may be wrong. If he did ap- 
| point his son he was quite right. I make 

I thought that 
j}was the fact. I am really almost 


ashamed to follow the line of my hon. 
friend, but I think Mr. Gladstone did 
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appoint another son. 1 was not referring 
to that part of my hon. friend’s speech 
in which he touched on that suggestion. 
I have no desire to deal with a contro- 
versy of that characcer. I was alluding 
to the part of my hon. friend’s speech 
in which he distinctly stated, as I under- 
stood him, that this was a subject which 
might be brought, and cught to have been 
brought, before the public at the election, 
and that if it had been so brought for- 
ward public indignation would have heen 
aroused, Well, there is but one member 
of the present Government connected 
with Lord Salisbury who was not in 
the late Government. I am_ not 
aware that the composition of the 
late Government raised this storm 
of indignation of which my hon. 
friend complains. I have not heard, 
directly or indirectly, of such an attack 
upon this supposed evil distribution of 
offices. But perhaps my hon. friend will 
allow me to say that attacks of this sort 
should be made, if made at all, not upon 
the principle of selection, but upon the 
individuals selected. If it be true that 
any of the individuals selected are unfit 
for the offices they hold, it is a matter 
for regret and for legitimate criticism. 
But if they are fit, then I say that the 
unhappy accident of birth ought to be no 
har to their selection, to these gentlemen 
having ottice. My hon. friend, perhaps 
only from kind feeling and good taste, 
refrained from suggesting that any mem- 
her of the Prime Minister’s family who is 
in oftice is incapable of carrying cut the 
duties of his office. He kept the venom 
of his indignation for my right hon. 
friend near me, the present Secretary for 
War, and Lord Lansdowne, the late Sec- 
retary for War, neither of whom have 
any blood relationship, or any connection 
by marriage with the Prime Minister. 
It has never fallen to my lot to form a 
Government, but I have seen a good 
deal of the formation of Govern- 
ments, and [ cannot imagine a 
task at once more difficult and more 
distasteful to be imposed upon any human 
being. The Prime Minister has had to 
discharge this, of all his duties the most 
difficult and important, four times, and I 
do not think that the performance of that 
duty has met with any serious hostile 
criticism in any part of the country. If 
« Government were to be selected by 
competitive examination, if the occupants 
of the Treasury Bench could be chosen 
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for their skill in Greek iambics, it would 
very greatly facilitate the task of the 
Prime Minister, though it would very 
greatly change the composition of this 
3ench. Indeed, I am not sure that there 
is any member of this Bench, except, 
perhaps, my right hon. friend and rela- 
tive the President of the Board of Trade, 
who would come out of such an ordeal 
with even decent credit. But unfortu- 
nately the task of the Prime Minister is 
very different, and very much more 
important. I do not believe it possible 
that it could be exercised to the universal 
satisfaction, at all events of those who, 
quite rightly, perhaps, think that had the 
choice fallen upon them they would not 
have discredited the Government. My 
hon. friend, I think, in one part of his 
speech admitted that he was a dis- 
appointed candidate, and in another part 
he rather repudiated the suggestion. | 
do not know which of those two views 
represent the real mind and mood of my 
hon. friend. But this I must and can 
say—if the country did anything at the 
last election it entrusted the present 
Prime Minister with the task of forming 
an Administration. It did so with a 
knowledge of him reaching back to the 
year 1885, when he formed his first 
Administration, of which, I almost regret 
to say, I was a member, so inveterate are 
the faults of Lord Salisbury, so early had 
his unhappy leaning towards his relations 
shown itself. But if the country has had 
before it the knowledge of the manner in 
which Lord Salisbury has exercised this 
high trust, a trust which no one can 
share with him, which the Cabinet can- 
not share with him, and which none of 
his colleagues in the Cabinet can share 
with him, which from the very nature of 
the case he must exercise in isolated 
responsibility—and if the decision of the 
country, repeated not once, nor twice, 
but three or four times, means anything, 
it means that they repose not only in his 
integrity, which no man doubts, but in 
his ability to carry out what is the most 
difficult, the most responsible, and almost, 
I might say, the most heartbreaking and 
most thankless task that could be im- 
posed upon any subject of Her Majesty. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said that nobody suggested 
that the accident of birth should be a 
disqualification for office. The right hon. 
Gentleman was himself a case in point, 


Third Day. 
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for no one would even hint that he had 
not fully earned his spurs. But that was 
not the question before the House. The 
question was that there were members of 
Her Majesty’s Government who surely 
would never have been appointed to their 
offices but for the accident of their rela- 
tionship to the Prime Minister, and no- 
body could suggest that these appoint- 
ments had been made by merit. The 


right hon. Gentleman had made reference | 
to the difficulties the Prime Minister had ! 


in forming a Cabinet, but Lord Salisbury 
had solved that difficulty in a very 
peculiar way. He did it much in the 
same way that the monkey solved the 
difficulty of dividing the cheese between 
the cats, by eating the cheese himself. 
The hon. Member for North Islington 
had made reference to Mr. Gladstone. 
The universal feeling in this House, he 
ventured to say, was that it was unthink- 
able, by way of suspicion, to couple Mr. 
Gladstone’s name with such a proposition, 
or that a man of Mr. Gladstone’s high 
feeling could ever descend to anything of 
the kind. It was only on the other side 
of the House that a gross job of this kind 
had ever been or would ever be perpetrate 1. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I was satisfied that this was one of the 
subjects that unfortunately must be 
raised in the House ; inevitably, I think, 
under the circumstances. I could not 
but suppose that a matter which had 
attracted such notice outside, ought to 


have some little attention inside the 
House. My right hon. friend the First 


Lord of the Treasury claims that my 
hon. friend below the gangway did not 
attack the personal capacity of the Mem- 
bers of the Salisbury family appointed to 
the Government; but neither did my 
right hon. friend defend the capacity of 
these Ministers. Again, in answer to 
my hon. friend below the gangway, who 
said that there was too great a chance of 
several members of a family being in 
agreement with each other in the 
Cabinet, the First Lord quoted _his- 
torical instances of relatives in past 
Governments having disagreed with 
each other, and the evils which had 
fallen in consequence upon the Empire. 
That, he said, suggested was the more 
likely thing to happen ; and, therefore, if 
we were to abandon the position of the 


1\COMMONS} 


mover of the Amendment we must take | 
up the position of my right hon. friend, | 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 
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members of the same family to the 
Cabinet will tend to a disagreement, and to 
the consequent ruin of the Empire. My 
right hon. friend was a little hard on the 
mover of the Amendment. He said his 
action was unjust and ungenerous, and 
had shown venom, and that he was a 
(lisappointed candidate. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am in the 
remembrance of the House. Did not the 
right hon. Gentleman say that my hon. 
friend had reserved the venom of his 
indignation for particular Ministers 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said that 
his attack upon the Secretary for Wax 
and upon Lord Lansdowne was irrelevant. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think my 


right hon. friend has now made his 


charge worse, for he says that the: 
Member for North Islington had 


shown not merely venom, but irrelevant 
venom. My hon. friend has, indeed, 
some excuse for his action. Perhaps 
he is a disappointed candidate ; but 
the right hon. Gentleman is a candi- 
date who has not been disappointed, and 
he defended the place in which the House: 
would fain keep him. 

“These fight like husbands, and like lovers 

those ; 
These fain would keep, and those more faim 
enjoy.” 

The Member for North Islington fights 
like a lover, while the First Lord of the 
Treasury fights like a husband, though 
his marital duties are not heavy. My 
hon. friend the Member for North Isling- 
ton, if he is disappointed, has some reason 
to be so; he was a Tory when right hon. 
Gentlemen now sitting on the Treasury 
Bench were Radicals and Socialists. My 
hon. friend was one of a small band of 
Tories, who in vhe years 1893, 1894, and 
1895, stubbornly conducted the assault 
on Her Majesty’s Radical Govern- 
ment, and fought unceasingly by night 
and day, often when their leaders were 
not there to lead them, when their 
Front Bench was empty, and when 
every member of it was absent, en- 
joying the society of congenial souls. 
My hon. friend was one of the foremost 
of the fighters, and when the fortress of 
the Government was captured he was left 
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outside. Why, I do not know, and I do 
not undertake to say; but certainly it 
was very largely owing to that little 
band, of whom he was one of the foremost, 
that tne Government now sits on these 
benches. But my hon. friend must not 
assume that his case is hopeless. Not at 
all. Last May the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for the Wellington Division of Somer- 
set, sitting on this bench, made what was 
considered to be an attack on the Govern- 
ment with reference to the issue of 


‘(General Buller’s despatches. He ventured 


to say that Sir Redvers Buller was a 
gentleman, and this was so resented that 
the First Lord of the Treasury fell upon 
the hon. and gallant Member, and broke 
him in pieces like a potter’s vessel, on the 
ground that to say General Buller was 
a gentleman was, under the circum- 
stances, to say that the members of 
the Government were no gentlemen ; 
and he said that in the whole course 
of his experience he had never 
heard so scandalous and unjust an 
attack, and that he did not think that 
any language could be severe enough to 
characterise it. Yet the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman has now been appointed to 
that excellent post, Vice-Chamberlain of 
the Household. The critic of May 
has become the Vice-Chamberlain of 
December. Perhaps the critic of De- 
cember may become the Chamberlain of 
May! My hon. friend suggests that 
there are too many members of one 
family in the Government. Well, there 
area good few of them. My hon. friend 
suggests that that does not strengthen 
the Government. If I were asked 
whether all the changes that have been 
made have weakened or strengthened 
Her Majesty’s Government, I should 
respectfully ask that the question should 
be postponed till the next day ; and I do 
not desire now to express my opinion 
about it. My right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury has very truly 
pointed out that of all the tasks the 
leader of a party has to undertake there is 
none so difficult, so invidious, and so thank- 
less, and one in which failure is so easy, 
as that of constructing a Government. 
But the difficulty is doubled when you 
come to reconstruct a Government, 
because then you have not only to ap- 
point people, but to disappoint them. 
You have not only to take in, but also to 
turn out. There are also certain technical 
difficulties, such as the need of making up 
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to one House what was taken from it. It 
is held necessary to give an equal number 
of great offices to the House of Lords and 
the House of Commons. If you take 
away the Secretary of State for War 
from the House of Lords you have to 
take away the First Lord of the 
Admiralty from this House. Then 
there is another very serious difficulty 
to be considered after a General Election, 
which is the claim of those who have 
supported the Government in the election. 
For elections cost money. Peers and 
other great personages subscribe their 
money to Party funds, and their claims 
are serious ; their families often are 
numerous. The horse leech had daughters 
crying “Give, give,” but it is not 
recorded that it had sons-in-law or 
nephews. Finally, there is the important 
question of the ability of the Members to 
be appointed to the Government, for, 
though ability is the last and least 
thing to be considered, yet there 
is no doubt that ability always lends 
a certain charm to a Government. Here 
I think my hon. friend has underrated 
the difficulties that beset the Prime 
Minister. When the Prime Minister is 
in the House of Commons he knows his 
followers, and can judge for himself 
whether they are men of ability ; but 
when he sits, like a Grand Lama, 
on the distant red benches of another 
place, it is difficult for him to get 
that knowledge, and perhaps he 
does not always have adequate assistance 
in obtaining it. In his own family circle, 
however, he does know; he is able to 
detect there the latent political talents 
and administrative qualities that might 
perhaps be unsuspected by persons out- 
side. Consequently by utilising this 
talent that he does know he is ex- 
posed to the danger of somewhat 
disregarding the enormous amount of 
talent that he does not know. In the 
case of the Liberal Unionists, however, 
there is no doubt, he does get adequate 
assistance, for their leaders are hard 
fighters, they go in for power, their claims 
are always adequately pressed—so much 
so, indeed, that really I think the Govern- 
ment will soon become more Liberal 
Unionist than Conservative. But I 
think it is not so bad as it might have 
been. The Government might have been 
filled with souls, Cecils, sycophants, and 
socialists. But it is not so. A very large 
proportion of very able men _ have 
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survived the reconstruction. I have | 
already alluded to the difficulty of 


getting rid of people. One right hon. 


Gentleman has disclosed the method 
by which that was done; they were 
required by the Prime Minister to 


surrender their places, not because there 
was any condemnation of their policy, but 
because ‘vacancies were wanted for 
others.” It was absolute surrender that 
was required, unconditional surrender, 
and the purpose avowed was to make 
places for others.” The summons to 
surrender met with various results. The 
right hon. Member for Sleaford surren- 
dered, though he more or less kept his 
colours flying as he marched out. I 
feel that that right hon. Gentleman had 
been treated a little ungenerously ; but 
he has shown very considerable dignity, 


|as having introduced, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR interjected a 
remark which did not reach the gallery. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I take it 
entirely from the right hon. Gentleman 
that there was no pressure whatever put 
upon the First Lord of the Admiralty. 
He retired because he was tired of public 
life. But the noble Lord who succeeded 
him is chiefly remembered in this House 
with other scions 
of the aristocracy, a Bill whose object 


| was to enable them to sit in either House 


of Parliament when they liked. I have 
nothing to say against the noble Lord 
personally, except this, that he is not the 


_ person I should have expected to have seen 


at this time, considering 


and has given very useful political infor- | 


mation. Some members of the Govern- 
ment, however, when summoned to 
surrender refused, if they did not even 


fire on the white flag ; they were the 
younger and more boisterous members 

giddy young things of the age of from 70 
to 75, whose warlike ardourcould not be re- 
strained, and it was likely that they would 
fly their colours to the last. In the case 
of the Home Secretary, it appears that 
he was taken neck and shoulders and 
turned out. That was a very hare thing 
for the Prime Minister to be forced 
to do. The late Home Secretary per- 
formed his duties with courage and 
ability, and, although sometimes in the 
face of considerable doubt on the 
part of the public, always with final 
success. Who, now, was the “ other ” 
here? Who was the place wanted for ? 
The immediate successor to the office was 
the President of the Board of Trade, but 


appointed as First Lord of the Admiralty 
the very serious 
condition of the Navy. I will not 


go) 
oD 
into the minor surrenders further than to 


say that there was the Financial Secre- 


tary to the Admiralty and the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, who 
were both turned out and made Privy 
Councillors, and will now have to advise 
Her Majesty on great affairs of State. 
But the family party in the Cabinet is 
not so large, after all; it has only been 
increased from two to four. It has only 
been doubled, and it is only a fifth part 
of the Cabinet. That is to say, the 
family is only assumed to represent and 


to embody a fifth part of the talent on 
all the benckes on this side of the House 


, House. 


he already had an office, so it was not for | 


him. The vacancy thereby created was 
given to the late Secretary for Ireland, 
who was the other intended to be 
provided for. For him it was, 
reality, that the Home _ Secretary 
was turned out. That right hon. Gentle- 


man was considered to be so great a suc- | 


cess that he could not even be left to 
Ireland ; he must be put into this office, 
and into the Cabinet. 


in | 


So the Home | 


Secretary was turned out to put him in. | 


Then Mr. Goschen was called upon to 
surrender the Admiralty. He evactuated 
the position very promptly, though I am | 
not sure that there was not a tough fight | 
before he went. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


\in the Cabinet 


and on the Governme.t side in the other 
Surely that is a small assump- 
tion to make for so gifted a family! 
They are talented. I believe there is 
an extreme possibility that they may all 
prove heaven-born statesmen, all prove 
illustrious men, .and perform the greatest 
possible services to their country. But 
their abilities are as unknown to the 
Party in general as the abilities of the 
Party in general are unknown to their 
leader, Lord Salisbury. But when Lora 
Salisbury, knowing those abilities, reflects 
that he has only four of his own family 
-though, I believe, two 
had been appointed outside it—he must 
be astonished at his own moderation. 
But it must have been a greater matter 
for astonishment that, after having 
provided for all the talent that he knew 
of in his family, he found himself with- 
out any emolument at all—the one un- 
| paid volunteer in a Ministry created by 
| himself. We have heard of the pelican 
‘that fed its young with its own blood, 


so 
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but that was a lame and halting pre- | them under the purview of two minds in- 
cedent for what must have taken place | stead of one. For that we ought to be 
here. But there is here a difficulty | very thankful. But Lord Salisbury, 
and an abuse. The office of Prime | having retained the Prime Ministership, 
Minister, as such, is unknown to the | should have the post that belongs to him 
Law. ‘There are therefore no emolu- as such. He should be First Lord of the 
ments attached to such an _ office.| Treasury. But that is not to be done. 
There is, however, an office that | He has assumed the post of Lord Privy 
belongs to the Prime Minister of this| Seal, an office all the duties whereof 
country, one which was provided some} were abolished not because there are 
150 years ago; that is the office of | any new duties attached te it, but 
First Lord of the Treasury. There are! because the Prime Minister is kept 
no administrative or departmental duties | out of his own proper office. That 
attached to that office; there are no/|is a very unfortnate state of things. 
duties whatever attached to it; it is an| Eight offices were vacant in the Cabinet, 
office consisting of a salary. I will not | and one of them might have been given 
weary the House, else I could produce|to the Leader of the House. <A 
authorities on the subject. Mr. Lowe in| salary is not given to the office of 
1869 avowed that the office has no; Leader of the House, any more than a 
duties connected with it; Sir William | salary is given to the Leader of the Oppo- 
Anderson, in his recent work on the) sition. They are the leaders of two great 
Constitution, explains that the office has | parties, but that is all; there is no salary 
no duties and has always been associated | attached to those offices. Now, is there 
with the office of Prime Minister. So, | any objection to an unusual preponder- 
too, says Mr. Alpheus Todd in his work | ance of a family unduly gifted with 
on Parliamentary Government. The) public ability’ I think there is. 
Duke of Wellington said in 1827 that My hon. friend adduced argument 
it was difficult, if not impossible, against the inner Cabinet, and [ 
for the Prime Minister to hold any} think his argument was a strong one. 
other office than that of First Lord} The Cabinet was instituted when the 
of the Treasury, on account of the great | Privy Council became too large to do 
financial control that the department of expeditious work. Now, I do not know 
the Treasury exercised over all the other if the Colonial Secretary is to be taken 
departments of the Government. And into the inner Cabinet, but I do know 
the Duke has been justified by the fact that there is a strong probability of an 
that Lord Salisbury, in consequence of irregular inner Cabinet in which a policy 
his not holding this office, has been forced might he suggested at breakfast, dis- 
-he, the Prime Minister—to make him- cussed at luncheon, and settled at dinner, 
self a most serious attack in the House of in the same dining-room. But in all this 
Lords on the Treasury itself. This was reconstruction and re-arrangement of 
only because he was not himself, as he | offices the one thing which seems to me 
should have been, First Lord of the most important is the Admiralty. I am 
Treasury, and because he, therefore, could | convinced that there are matters 
wot control it. Now I do not know of difficulty and danger in con- 
how far family considerations have nection with the Navy which demand 
had anything to do with it, but/the greatest exertions of the very best 
what I do know is this, that for some menavailable at that Department. There 
years past Lord Salisbury, whose great- are serious defects in, serious dangers 
ness of public spirit, whose talents, know-! connected with the Navy. With regard 
ledge, ability, and temper have been of | to arrears of construction, to training, 
most undoubted advantage at the Foreign | to instructions and direction, it has 
Office, and who has been the almost in-| been impaired. I have not said 
dispensable Foreign Minister ever since | much about this matter in the House, 
he took over the ditticulties of the! but I have never ceased to press 
Office, has now recognised the im-, it in other places, and all those things 
possibility of continuing the duties | have filled me with great anxiety. As | 
of hoth Prime Minister and Minister | say, I have not pressed them in this 
of Foreign Affairs, and has wisely placed | House, but in the private rooms of 
our foreign affair in the most capable | Ministers and other places, and I am not 
hands of Lord Lansdowne, and so brought | | without some belief that I have given 
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some private assistance to Ministers in 
some of these matters. It was a matter 
of great pride to me when I was told 
by the late Attorney General that I had 
rendered assistancein discovering atrading 
case as to contraband of war destined to 
a neutral port, and in other ways. My 
belief is that in all these matters serious 
dangers affect the Navy ; and the answer 
which I and all those who feel this anxiety 
have received has been the appointment 
of a Board of Admiralty, which seems to 
me to be a mocking and contemptuous 
dismissal of the anxieties keenly felt and 
the representations seriously made. The 
new Board of Admiralty is not satisfactory, 
and rather adds to than diminishes these 
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anxieties, and I regret that Lord Salisbury 
has shown, as I think he has, a marked 
absence of desire to consult the views 
and allay the apprehensions of his fol- 
lowers. It was proper, indeed, to 
bring forward this motion. It has 
now been discussed, attacked, and de- 
fended, and the jury outside will decide. 
I hope, therefore, that now my hon. 
friend will see fit to withdraw his 
Amendment. [Cries of “No, No.”| The 
hon. Gentleman is in the hands of the 
House, but that is my suggestion. 


Question put. 


The House divided.—Ayes, 128 ; Noes, 
230. (Division List No. 4.) 





Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | 
Atherley-Jones, L. | 
Barker, John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumout, Wentworth C. D. | 
Bell, Richard 
Black, Alexander William 
Bowles, 'T.Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

8uxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. ([nverness-sh. 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro( Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gsddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, John 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


AYES. 
Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 
Haldane Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon Sir William 
Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Haye, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. don.CharlesH. | 


Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans ( Fife, West) 
Humphieys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, David Brynmo (Swans’a 


Jones, William (Carvarvonsh.) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSinyth 
Layland-Barr. tt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 


M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendali 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Win. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Murray, Hn. A. W.(Midlothian 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 


NOES. 
Arroll, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiit 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. john 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E,) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomson, Frederick W. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitelev, George( York, W.R.} 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Mr. Bartley and = Mr. 
Schwann. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H(Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, A. 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
sutcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(W ore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
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| Houstan, 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
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Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HonLordG(M’d’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 


Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fred. B.( Monmouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Claude 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsa 
Hope,J.F.(Shefii’ld, Brightside 
Horner, Frederic William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 

tobert Paterson 


| Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 


Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies | 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick | 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


| Kennaway,Rt.Hn. SirJohn H. | 


Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
| Knowles, Lees 


Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 


Douglas, Rt. Hoa. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. | 
Lee, CaptA.H(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Colonel Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. | 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,8.) | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald (Portsmouth) | 
Macartney. Rt. Hon. G. W. E. | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, Vavid (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marshell-Hall, Edward 
Maxwell, W..J.(Dumfriesshire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon.Maj. W.(Tow’rH’ml'ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montague, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, KR. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 


' Nicol, Donald Ninian 


396 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John J. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenwick, George 

idley, Sir M. W. (Stalybridge) 
tidley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Henry (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. ThosMyles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. HnCol. Edw. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 


the Queen’s Speech. 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. 4.CE(Taunt'n 
Welby.Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,Arthur S. (York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt, Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Third Day. 
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Main Question again proposed. 


MINISTERS OF THE CROWN 
MEMBERS HOLDING OFFICE 
TEREST IN CONTRACTS). 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I rise to move the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name on the 
Paper. During the last seven years 
attention has repeatedly been called in 
this House to the question of Ministers 
holding appointments and engaging in 
occupations which bring their private 
interests into conflict with their public 
duty. Some of those cases were cases of 
directors of public companies which were 
contracting with the Government. There 
were one or two other cases in which 
directors held shares in public companies, 
some of them coming in contact with 
their own departments. I do not propose 
to-night to refer to any of those cases in 
support of this Amendment. I simply 
wish to refer to them generally in order 
to remind the House of the facts, and 
remind them also that this is simply part 
and parcel of the policy of objecting to 
operations of this kind, and that we are 
not singling out a single case or a single 
Minister. Wherever any Minister or 
servant of the public has placed himself 
in a similar position there has been no 
hesitation on either side of the House in 
raising a protest. Therefore, I do not 
propose to refer individually to apy of 
those cases, although they would be per- 
fectly relevant and germane to this 
Amendment. I wish simply to confine 
myself to the facts, most of them fresh, 
most of them discovered within the last 
few weeks, and none of which have been 
brought to the attention of the House at 
all. [ therefore deem it to be the duty 
of some Member of the House, were it 
only for the purpose of eliciting an ex- 
planation, to state the facts in presence 
of Ministers arraigned, so as to give 
them full opportunity for explanation. 
If that be unfair, it 
worse than unfair if we 


(IN- 


missed 
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_the House, in the place where there will 
'be an opportunity of canvassing them 


AND | 


thoroughly. There are two or three 
Ministers whose names have been asso- 
ciated with companies, concerning which 
there has been so much discussion of 
late. Before I come to the facts, I should 
like to say one or two words with regard 
to general principles. It is very difficult 
to lay down, I fully appreciate, a rule for 
the conduct of public men or Ministers 
of the Crown in matters of this character. 
The only Act of Parliament that deals 
with it at all is an Act passed in the reign 
of George III. At that time most of the 
industry and commerce of this country 
was in the hands of private firms, and it 
was rather the exception than otherwise 
for an incorporated company to be carry- 
ing on trade. Therefore rules which were 
framed under conditions of that character 
are neither adequate nor even applicable 
to the circumstances of the present 
day, when most of the industries of this 
country are carried on by joint stock 
enterprise. I might give an illustration 
of the unfairness of the present state of 
the law. A Member of this House may 
also be a member of a firm which has a 
small contract with a Government depart- 
ment ; it does not matter how small the 
contract, it does not matter how insigni- 
ficant in the firm his interest may be, still 
he is disqualified and liable to a penalty. 
On the other hand, he may hold nine- 
tenths of the shares of a public company 
which has an enormous trade with the 
Government, and that disqualification 


‘does not apply. That at once proves that 


‘redress or remedy. 


would be | 


the first opportunity that has offered of | 


bringing all these circumstances to the | 


knowledge of the House. They have 
been ¢anvassed and discussed in the 
country. We havediscussed them at our 
election meetings, and I think it is due 
to the Ministers whose names have been 
mentioned, to the House of Commons, 
and to the country, that all these facts | 
should be brought to the attention of | 


| 


there is an anomaly in the present state 
of the law which calls for some sort of 
With regard to the 
principles which ought to be laid down I 
wish to deal with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary, and the rules 
which he himself has laid down. I ven- 
ture to say there is no better judge. He 
has had great experience in business and 
in municipal affairs. He has had a wide 
range of experience, and consequently he 
will be able to detect the dangers and 
provide against them very much _ better 
than any other Member of this House. 
Therefore, I quote with confidence any 


‘rules or principles he may lay down 


| as certain to be more or less applicable to 
cases of this character. 
'that no one has been more ruthless than 


I venture to say 


the right hon. Gentleman himself in 
criticising transactions of the kind we 
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complain of. I believe that he signalised | It was not merely enough, in the opinion of 
his first entry into public life in Birming- | the right hon. Gentleman, that an officer 
ham by the exposure of a councillor who | of the State should be incorruptible, but 
had been guilty of contracting for| he must have no association with com- 
the Corporation, and it will be within | panies, either past or present association, 
the memory of several Members of the | which would make him open to suspicion. 
House that he made a severe attack upon | That is the rule which I call the rule of 
Lord Salisbury in the year 1885, because | Cesar’s wife. I am simply stating the 
Lord Salisbury and his agents and | proposition of the right hon. Gentleman 
friends in the Upper House had insisted | himself. That is what he lays down, and 
upon the insertion of a clause in an Act I accept it fully. The second regulation 
of Parliament, the effect of which would | the right hon. Gentleman has laid down 
be to give an enormously enhanced value is for the conduct of his own officers in 
to Lord Salisbury’s own property in| Ceylon. This is the rule— 
London. The right hon. Gentleman| «No ofticer shall be allowed to engage in 
exposed that transaction in very scathing | commercial pursuits or purchase shares in any 
terms and laid it bare—that is, he stated | lecal sis company, sen wer a officer — 
» fante 7 . aaktens P we | or continue an investment which may interest 
ee Et cons nate ioral any mart an 
Tea: f | taking with which his public duty is connected. 
complain if we state the facts with regard | All officers shall confidentially consult the 
to the other circumstances which require | Government as regards any investment which 
explanation. I will, therefore, quote two | por: Myrdlce sot nagar vga’ nk 
or three rules which he has laid down— | $y an officer in the mame or names spots 
one at the beginning of the first part of | of an officer’s family.” 
his career and the other at the end of That is practically what is wanted in 
the same portion of his career—referring the Amendment, and if Her Majesty says. 
to the same kind of transactions, Since | that there is no objection, then the blame 
then I have not seen any cases 1n which | js not upon the Minister. But the second 
he has taken the same interest, except | part of this regulation is a still more per- 
possibly in the Transvaal. He has laid | tinent one. The foregoing regulation 
down some very important rules. One applies to the holding of land by an officer 
is the case of Sir Hercules Robinson. He|in the name or names of an officer’s 
Was appointed High Commissioner by the | family. May I suggest, then, that there is 
late Government, and the right hon.} necessary and inevitable corollary of 
Gentleman objected to the appointment, | these two rules, and it is this, that unless 
because he had held some shares in | these rules are observed by, and enforced 
Rhodesian companies. Sir Hercules | against, officers of State in high places 
Robinson had parted with these shares | you cannot possibly enforce them against 
before his appointment, and the right hon. | subordinate officials. That is one of the 
Gentieman was aware of the fact, and | principal points I propose to make. 
that is rather important. Notwithstand- |When once these rules are broken by 
ing that fact he persisted in his criticism | any person in high position it leads to 
of the appointment, and declared that a | the complete demoralisation of the whole 
person appointed to represent the Queen | Civil Service. It is setting a dangerous 
should be not only pure, but, like Cesar’s precedent. I am sorry to say that the 
wife, above suspicion. I am quite pre- right hon. Gentleman, if my facts are 
pared to admit these words with regard | correct, is the first to break his own 
to the right hon. Gentleman himself. | ¢ommandments. He has stated in the 
Allow me to say at the outset that I am| House that he has no interest, direct or 
not going to attempt to make or suggest | indirect, in any company which supplies 
any charge of personal corruption against to the Government munitions or war 
the right hon. Gentleman, or any of the materials. What are the facts! The 
other hon, Gentlemen who are members | Colonial Secretary has since admitted that 
of some public company. That is not my | that statement is not strictly accurate. 
cus aa stall imply sas th fe | “Tye SECRETARY oF STATE ror 
| tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
I propose to draw from them, but cor-| 7... Laie WA: 38 
ruption is not one of them. The right Benigni, W.)3 Fe 
hon. Gentleman went on to say that| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I understood 
something more than that was necessary, | him in the letter to the hon. Member for 


Third Day. 
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Bradford to say with regard to one com- 
pany—Tubes, Limited—that that was 
not strictly accurate. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 


admit it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Very well, 
I will come to that later on, when I come 
to deal with the Tubes. I will give a 
list of the companies in which I say the 
right hon. Gentleman and the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Worcestershire, the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury, are interested. 
The first company is called Hoskins and 
Sons, Limited. I believe they were in- 
corporated in December, 1897, and I take 
it on the authority of the Financial Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that at the time of 


their incorporation they had some deal- | 


ings with the Admiralty. They have since 
been Admiralty contractors. I find that this 
company now is practically a private com- 
pany owned by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
family. Ido not wish to read out the 
names—I think it would be invidious ; 
but I can state generally that they are 


related to the right hon. Gentleman; | 


they reside under his rooftree, and they 
are related to him in such a way that I 
venture to say the right hon. Gentleman’s 
interest is direct, or certainly indirect. 
The only person who holds any shares in 
this company except the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s family is a gentleman of the 
name of Hall, who is manager, I believe. 
It has got the usual permissions in the 
articles of association providing that it 
may be made a family company. I shall 
say a word later on with regard to the 
names added tothis company, but for the 
present, having stated that all the 
shares are owned by the right 
hon. Gentleman’s family, I will 
show what this company is, and 
I will take it from its own bill-heads. 
The bill-head is ‘Hoskins and Sons, 
Limited, contractors to the Admiralty.” 
I think I am bound to mention that the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty holds 600 
shares of £5 each. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Secretary to the Treasury.] He was 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty until quite 
recently, and he held £3,000 worth of 
shares in that company. There is also on 
the bill-heads ‘Shot and shell racks, and 
all similar fittings for Her Majesty’s 
Navy.” That is their own description of 
their business. They have got other 
things described as materials for ships’ 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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(use. By the way, the telegraphic address 
| is, ‘* Berths, Birmingham.” I recommend 
' this to the hon. Member for North Isling- 


| ton. The directors, I believe, are mem- 
| bers of the right hon. Gentleman’s 


family and relatives of the Financial 
| Secretary to the Treasury. There is a 
| point with regard to this company which 
| I think demands explanation, partly from 
the fact that the late Civil Lord of the Ad- 
|miralty holds shares in the company 
which is described as “ Contractors to the 
Admiralty.” The point is that there are 
only five bona fide shareholders in this 
/company. You must have seven in 
order to have a_ limited company. 
| That is done by giving a share to some 
nominal holder, and another share to 
another nominal holder. ‘Then the com- 
pany is registered. The extraordinary 
‘thing about this company is that the 
numbers are made up not to seven but to 
iten. Why? It is not for me to suggest 
a reason, but I think I am entitled to 
quote the Act of Parliament dealing with 
contractors to the Admiralty. It pro- 
vides that— 
| “No Member of the House of Commons may 
share in any contract with the Government, or 
derive any benefit from an order, but this dis 
ability does not apply in the case of contracts 
with companies or corporations which consist 
of at least ten persons.” 


Will the House bear this in mind? The 
_ usual practice when you register a private 
company, and the number of real share- 
holders will not make up the requisite 
seven, is to give two or three shares to 
others just to make up the number. In 
this case the practice has been departed 
from, and nominal shares have been given 
to clerks to bring up the number to ten. 
In view of that Act of Parliament I think 
the House will infer what is the object. 
So much for the case of Hoskins and 
Sons, “Berths, Birmingham.” Now I come 
to the case of the Birmingham Trust. 
The Birmingham ‘Trust was formed 
to invest in selected stocks and 
shares and to average investments. 
As to this company, it is not very clear 
what the number of shares is. The right 
‘hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
has a very considerable holding. He 
holds about 500 ordinary shares of £10. 
With regard to the preference shares, 
there seems to be some doubt as to the 
number, but the holding is a considerable 
one, so that between the ordinary and the 
| preference the right hon. Gentleman has 





403 


a ve 
in t 
Gen 
valu 
Fina 
dow 
shar 
£35 
thos 
no d 
cern 
exer 
intel 
do t 
a CO! 
ern 
has 
com] 
pany 
£12, 
the 
quit 
side} 
was | 
the : 
state 
to sk 
may 
quite 
sider 
mm ve 
The 
and 
accol 
Kyn 
right 
Bord 
I th 
berla 
othe 
hold: 
acqu 
pani 
for ¢ 
mont 
loss, 
Mr. | 
to sa 
repo 
Char 
inter 
and 
take 
the I 
whie 
took 
follor 
“Ty 
tube 
was t 


02 


288 
nd 


Co. 
fo} 


1s 


al 


m 





Address in Answer to 


403 


a very considerable and substantial share 
in this company. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman’s family hold shares to the 
value of about £67,000 at par. The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury is 
down with two others as the holders of 
shares to the nominal value of about 
£3,500. I infer that he probably holds 
those shares as a trustee ; but that makes 
no difference as far as my point is con- 
cerned, because a trustee is bound to 
exercise the same diligence towards the 
interests of the beneficiary as he would 
do towards his own. This company holds 


a considerable number of shares in a con- | 


cern known as Tubes, Limited, but it 
has another considerable interest in a 
company known as Elliot’s Metal Com- 
pany. Its interest in Tubes is about 


{10 DECEMBER 1900} 


£12,500, taking the nominal value of | 


the shares. 
quite at par, but they have gone up con- 
siderably since the Chamberlain influence 
was introduced into the matter. I will give 
the actual figures later on to prove that 
statement. I simply make the point now 
to show that although the nominal value 
may be £12,500 the real value is not 
quite so much ; but still it is very con- 
siderable, because the shares have gone up 
in value within the last eighteen months. 
The history of Tubes is a very interesting 
and significant one when you take into 
account what happened in the case of 
Kynochs. I find that in Tubes the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bordesley Division has a small interest 

I think 500 shares. Mr. Arthur Cham- 
berlain has about 74,800 shares, and 
other members of the family also have a 
holding. This compary was formed to 
acquire certain cycle manufacturing com- 
panies in the Midlands; it made tubes 
for cycles. After a year or eighteen 
months trading it seems to have made a 
loss, and then in the beginning of 1899 
Mr. Arthur Chamberlain was brought in 
to save the company. It is stated in the 
report of the directors that Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain, who had acquired a large 


interest in the company, both in ordinary | 


and preference shares, had consented to 
take a seat at the board and to accept 
the position of chairman. In the speech 
which he made at the meeting when he 
took over the chairmanship he made the 
following remark-—- 

“That owing to the collapse of the cycle 


tube trade the directors had to go into what 
was to them practically a new business, that 


I do not believe they are! 


‘authority for that statement. 
| that— 
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of making boiler-tubes. Personally, in regard 
to the future he was hopeful; the question 
was whether they could make a profit. He 
reminded the company of what was done in 
Kynochs, and suggested that what had 
happened in the past might happen again.” 
That has a certain significance, not merely 
in view of what really did happen in the 
case of Kynochs, but to what actually 
happened to. this company after Mr. 
Arthur Chamberlain took over the 
chairmanship. The very first report 
after that event, presented on the 8th 
December, 1899, says— 

“The business of the company has heen 
practically confined to making the weldless 
tubes required for water-tube boilers by the 
British Adiniralty.” 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gatesheadq) : 
And they all burst. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Oh yes, but 
what is far more to the point here is 
that they saved this company from 
bursting. The company goes on for 
another twelve months, and what is the 
result in the last report? It is that still 
the bulk of the business of the company 
is the provision of these tubes for 
water-tube boilers for Her Majesty’s 
Navy. That is from the report, issued 
within the last few weeks, of a company 
which was losing £4,000 a year as a 
cycle company, but which is now, in 
the hands of Mr. Arthur Chamberlain, 
making a profit of £10,000 a year as 
contractors to Her Majesty’s Government. 
I said something about the rise in these 
shares, and that is not immaterial, for 
two reasons. 


CotonEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon): The £1 shares are 
at 2s. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will come 
to that point in a moment or two. What 
happened in regard to these shares ? 
When it was known that Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain had taken over the chairman- 
ship, and that the directors had decided 
to give up their legitimate trade and to 
go into the business of contracting for the 
Government, the shares instantly went 
up. Mr. Arthur Chamberlain is my 
He says 


‘“*He would like to warn them that the 


| shares he bought were bought at the price of 


the day, which was very much less than the 


| price people were paying for them then.” 


Lhird Day. 
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Another circumstance is that immediately 
after this speech in regard to Kynochs 
the shares still go up. It is true that in 
the matter of profits the company has not 
realised the expectations that might well 
have been formed from the Ky noch refe- 
rence, and therefore the shares have 
recently gone down; but at the same 
time Mr. Arthur Chamberlain’s prophecy 
that what had been done with Kynochs 
might be done with Tubes has been justi- 
tied. Another point in regard to the rise 
in the shares is that the Birmingham 
Trust, in which the right hon. Gentleman 
had a very considerable holding, acquired 
over 5,000 shares in Tubes in 1899, 
apart from their present holding, so that 
their entire holding amounted to some- 
thing like 15,000 shares. But those 
5,000 shares they ot of, not when 
they were at 2s., but after the i impression 
ereated by = Kynoch speech and the 
better prospect. Now I come to Elliot’s 
Metal Company. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman, in reply to the statement about 
the Birmingh: um Trust and the other com- 
panies set forth in the Morning Leader, 
stated that he was not aware that he had 
any interest at all in Tubes. I observe 
that he did not make any reference at all 
to his interest in Elliot’s, and I think 
there is a very good reason. This is a 
company which has large contracts with 
the Government and supplies large quan- 
tities of materials to the naval deckyards. 
The directors are the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own son, who resides with him, 
and three of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
brothers. The shareholders are members 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s family 
residing with him, and they hold about 
£5,250 worth of shares, taking the com- 
pany at its nominal value. The right 
hon. Gentleman’s brothers and other 


relations, in preference and _ ordinary 
shares, hold about £121,000 worth ; 
in fact, they own practically half the 


most of their interest 
acquired since 1898, that is 
since the administration of which the 
right hon. Gentleman is the most potent 
factor came into power. There is another 
fact about these shares. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself held 405 £10 shares 
until 1897. Some time between April, 
1897, and April, 1898, he transferred 
these identical shares to his son, and 
they are still held by him. I maintain 
that that is an indirect interest in a com- 


company, and 
has beeti 


pany dealing with the Government, the , 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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bulk of whose business is done with the 
Government, and whose profits are made 
out of the Government. I make the same 
point with regard to the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury. He holds—I pre- 
sume as trustee, although there is nothing 
to indicate it, but I make the assumption 

£4,170 worth of shares in this company 
dealing with his own department. Most 
of these companies to which | have re- 
ferred describe themselves i.s contractors 
to the Admiralty. Of course it is not 
merely the quantity of material supplied 
by them to the Admiralty; it is the 
fact that to all their customers and to all 
whom they solicit for orders this state- 
ment is made, and they are able to 
advertise themselves as firms which have 
the confidence of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. In regard to municipal corporations 
a £50 contract disqualifies a member ; 
why should Ministers of the Crown be 
excepted ? In referring to the Birming- 
ham Trust the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary says — 

“T hold a very small portion of the capital 
of this company.” 
Then he says— 

“IT do not know whether it is invested in 
Tubes or not. 


And he says— 


““{ did not know Tubes were interested in 
Government business.” 


Then he says 

“It comes tothis: I have a small portion ot 
Trust shares; they in turn have a small 
portion of their funds invested in ‘Tubes ; 
Tubes does some business with the Govern- 
ment.” 


Supposing the real facts were put, would 
not this be the correct way of stating 
them? The right hon. Gentleman has a 
considerable holding i in the Birmingham 
Trust; the Birmingham Trust have a 
substantial holding in Tubes and E lliot’s ; 
Elliov’s do most of their business with 
the Government ; Tubes do, not some, 
but the whole of their business with the 
Government. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman now mean to say that his is 
a correct version of the case? I am 
simply contrasting the defence which he 
made in the answer published as an 
authorised version by the hon. Member 
for Central Bradford, and in so doing | 
am overlooking the very important fact 
that members of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own household own over £5,000 
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worth of shares in Elliot’s, let alone the 
interest held by the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury, I presume as trustee. I 
now pass to the Colombo Commercial 
Company. The importance of this com- 
pany lies in the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman laid down rules to be observed 
by his officials in this colony, under which 
they were not to hold any interest in land 
or in any company which dealt with the 
Government ; and so rigid and searching 
were these rules that if they had any 
such interest they were to part with it at 
once. The right hon, Gentleman has 400 
£5 preference shares in this company 
and 500 £10 ordinary shares, acquired, | 
believe, before he came into office. The 
character of the company was changed 
owing to the failure of the coffee trade in 
Ceylon, and from being a coffee planting 
company it was converted into a company 
speculating at large in Ceylon. It was 
simply a general trading company, but 
the memorandum and articles of associa- 
tion took power to deal in land, and not- 
withstanding the right hon, Gentleman’s 
own prohibition of dealings of that cha- 
racter he still retains his interest. One 
of the things done by this company has 
recently come to the observation of people 
in this country. Accommodation in St. 
Helena for Boer prisoners being rather 
limited it was decided for some reason 
which bas never been explained to send 
them to Ceylon. The first thing that had 
to he done there was to provide accom- 
modation—to build huts and sheds, and 
generally to prepare the place to receive 
them, and a Ceylon newspaper, the 
Ceylon Obserrer, on the 17th May says— 
““Mr. Menzies, of the Colombo Commercial 
Company, has arrived and they hope to start 


’ 


immediately to put the buildings together ”— 


that is, the buildings for the prisoners. 
On the 20th May 


“The iron framework of the first prison for 
the Boers is up under Mr. Menzies’ super- 
vision and the Colombo Commercial Company’s 
contract, and the materials for other prisons 
being re-erected by the same company are 
seattered over the sites. The handreds work- 
Ing are gradually coming up to thousands, and 
already the Commercial Company have four 
of the iron buildings up.” 


It gives a specification of the buildings, 
which are rather commodious, and I 
should say somewhat expensive. The 


bulk of the contracts let out by the | 


Government have been given to the 
Colombo Commercial Company, Limited, 
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in which the right hon. Gentleman holds 
£7,000 worth of shares. There was a 
second contract there, and on the 1sth 
August we read— 

“The work at the camp has recommenced. 
Eighteen more huts are to be erected for the 
military ani thirty more huts for the 
prisoners. Building operations for the new 
camp have already commenced, the Colombo 
Commercial Company being to the fore, and 
their representative is kept busy pushing on 
the work. The materials for several of the 
large huts that the company have to build 
have been received already.” 
I do not say that the right hon. Gentle* 
map knew all about this company in 
which he had invested his money, but it 
is a considerable investment. I do not 
say he knew anything at all about this 
contract ; I take his statement explicitly 

that he is too busily engaged in public 
affairs to be able to look after his own 
investments, and that he did not give 
the same supervision to his investments 
that an ordinary careful business man 
would. But I do say that it illustrates 
the danger of investments of this charac- 
ter in the hands of Ministers of the 
Crown. I cannot conceive a more un- 
fortunate investment at the present 
moment than an investment in making 
prisons for the Boers. Last Friday the 
right hon. Gentleman delivered a very 
remarkable speech in this House —a 
speech conciliatory in its tone, and 
evidently intended so to be as far as the 
right hon. Gentleman’s general attitude 
was concerned. He proposed certain 
terms, but I think I shall have the 
assent of the House when I say that in a 
dispute of this character it is not so much a 
matter of the terms you propose as 
of the confidence you have in the 
men who are to carry them out. 
I ask the House, what terms can you offer 
to the Boers which they are prepared to. 
accept if they knew, as know they will— 
[ Ministerial langhter.]| Can you imprison 
thousands of Boers there without their 
knowing something about this company ! 
Again I say, what terms can you offer to 
the Boers which they will accept when 
they come to know that the gentleman 
who will be the supreme factor in inter- 
preting those terms and in carrying them 
out is one who has a large interest in a 
company which is profiting out of making 
prisons for the Boers? I simply point 
that out in order to show what an unfor- 
tunate investment it is from that point of 
view. The other company I now come to 


Third Day. 
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is Kynoch and Co. The case of this 
company is important for two reasons. I 
apologise to the House for detaining it so 
long, but [am bound to place all these 
facts before the House, and if the com- 
panies are so numerous it is no fault of 
mine. When we come to Kynoch and 
Co. I find that there are two points to 
wake about them. My first point is that 
it is the only company whose affairs have 
been investigated by a Committee of the 
House of Commons; Hoskins, Elliot’s, 
and the other companies have not been in- 
-vestigated. My second point is that 
Kynochs, when investigated by the 
House of Commons, were very much 
worse than anything which had previously 
been said about them. In this company 
the shares of the right hon. Gentleman's 
relations are of the value—taking the 
present value—of something between 
£230,000 and £250,000, which is the 
amount they hold in Kynoch and Co., 
Limited. The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury has an interest—again, I assume, 
as trustee—amounting at their present 
value to £15,000. They manufacture 
cordite and munitions of war. With 
regard to this company, it has a kind of 
bearing upon all the other companies, 
because there has been undoubted 
favouritism, and it shows the danger of 
men holding high and influential positions 
in the Government having an interest in 
this company, because, for some reason 
or other, unmistakable favouritism has 
been shown towards this company. I 
will take two or three instances of this 
favouritism. In the year 1898 the 
Government asked for tenders for a 
very large quantity of cordite, and 
several tenders were sent in. The 
National Explosives Company’s price was 
Is. LOSd. per ib. and Kynoch and Co.’s 
price was 2s. 43d., or 6d. per lb. more. 
There were several other tenders which 
were lower than Kynochs’. What hap- 
pened ? Did the Admiralty and the War 
Office give the contract to the firm with 
the lowest tender? On the contrary, 
what they did was this—they gave 
Kynoch and Co. an opportunity of 
revising their tender. They sent another 
tender form to them, and asked them to 
tender for 1s. 103d., and all the other 
companies who had tendered were 
ignored, and no opportunity to tender 
again was offered to them. I say that 
that isa thing which is perfectly unpre- 
<edented in the history of this country. 

Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir- 


mingham, 8.) : No, no. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 
hon. Gentleman says ‘“‘ No, no,” but will 
he give me an instance ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Yes, 


the previous Government. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : But in that 
case Kynochs were l$d. higher than 
the lowest, and there was another 
firm which was 2s. or 3s. dearer. 
The previous Government took the 
lowest tender and said, ‘We will give 
you a share of this contract, but you must 
do it at the same price as the lowest.” 
That was a very different transaction 
from this. What the right hon. Gentle- 
man did here was to eut out all the inter- 
mediate tenders—they cut out all the 
companies that had tendered at a lower 
figure, and they went to the highest, and 
they said, “We will give you an oppor- 
tunity of revising your tender,” and never 
communicated to the others, and the 
right hon. Gentleman must know that is 
a very different transaction. The right 
hon. Gentleman says he has taken the 
responsibility for this himself. What 
happens? In the case of this company 
they had given them this opportunity of 
revising their price, and what followed 
Instead of giving the bulk of the work to 
the National Explosives Company—which, 
by general consent, is the best company 
of the whole lot, which did the best work, 
had fewer objections, and did its work 
with greater promptitude—instead _ of 
giving the bulk of the work to the com- 
pany that tendered the lowest, they pro- 
posed to give 470 tons to Kynoch and 
Co. and only 210 tons to the National 
Explosives Company. The Director of 
Army Contracts would not stand that, for 
he thought one piece of favouritism was 
quite enough in the course of a single 
month, and, finally, the allocation he 


insisted upon was 380 tons to 
Kynochs and 300 tons to the 
National Explosive Company, whose 
tender was the lowest. Therefore, 


there were two acts of favouritism—the 
first was giving them an opportunity to 
revise their tender; and the second was 
giving them a larger share of the order 
than the company which tendered lowest. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Birmingham himself admitted, 
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in his evidence before the Committee, 
that no other company had ever had an 
opportunity of revising its tender. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
[ did not. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. He did 
say that it was an opportunity which had 
never been given to any other company. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman deny 
that ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
I do deny it. If I had made such 
a statement it would’ have been 
manifestly wrong. I do not remem- 
ber that I made any such statement, 
and I do not believe that I did. But 
if I did I made it unconscious of the 
fact that the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, when Secretary of State for War, 
did himself precisely the same thing as I 
did. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon, but he is 
not correct in his explanation. If it was 
done it was done by the same company, 
and my point is that no opportunity was 
given to any other company to revise its 
price but Kynochs. His statement does 
not challenge my previous proposition, 
for what the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition did was a totally 
different transaction. Now what hap- 
pened in 1899% In that year Kynochs 
again got half the contracts. I do not 
want to dwell too much upon that, because 
I do not want to go into too many details. 
I will come at once to what happened in 
the year 1900. In that year there was a 
very large contract, and a very large 
quantity of cordite was 
hy the Admiralty—the quantity was 
1,400,000 Ibs. They invited tenders for 
that, and seven firms tendered. Out of 
those seven companies Kynochs tendered 
for the highest price. Kynochs’ price was 
2s. 6d., and there were other companies 


who tendered at about 2s. What 
happened ? The whole tender for 
1,400,000 Ibs. was divided between 


Kynochs and the National Explosives 
Company. Not only this, but Kynochs 
got the easiest part of the job, which is 
twenties, because, as I understand from 
the evidence, as you go up in size you 
increase the difficulty of production, and 
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asked for | 
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Now Kynochs 
got the twenties at a big price, and the 
National Explosives Company got. the 
rest at a lower price. All the 
other companies who had _ tendered, 
and who had previously done good work 
—as I shall point out later on—were 
completely ignored. {Ministerial cries of 
“Oh, oh.”] If these facts are unpleasant 
to Members opposite I really cannot help 
it. The next thing that happened was 
this. The Director of Army Contracts 
complained of the favouritism, and he 
said “ This won’t do,” and he presented a 
report, which I will read to the House, 
which shows how very groundless this 
favouritism was towards Kynochs as com- 
pared with the other companies. There 
was an objection made, and after a good 
deal of discussion between the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office and the Sec- 
retary to the Admiralty, the following 
division and allocation of the order was 
arranged. It was divided into four parts, 
and given to Kynochs, the National Ex- 
plosives Company, Nobel’s, and the 
Cotton Powder Company. These facts 
are taken out of the evidence and are 
not challenged. The National Explo- 
sives Company got 2s. ld. for size 50, 
which is the most difficult size to 
make up. Nobel’s got 2s. 3d. or 
2s. 4d. for size 50, the Cotton Powder 
Company got 2s. 1d. for 350,000 Ibs., but 
deme hac got size 20—the easiest size of 
all—at 2s. 6d. for 300,000 lbs. weight of 
cordite. Was there any reason for 
showing this favouritism to Kynochs, 
because this is really very material in 
its bearing upon the whole of the con- 
tracts? Some of the witnesses for the 
War Office and the Admiralty stated that 
it was a better firm. Some witnesses said 
that the other firms were found plenty of 
other work to do by. the War Office, but 
the fact remains that Kynochs got more 
orders out of the War Office than any 
other company, and one witness stated in 
the course of his evidence that he thought 
it was the policy of the War Office to 
prefer Kynochs. Will the House now 
kindly listen to the Report made by the 
Inspector upon the quality of the goods. 
provided? The Inspector says— 

“The National Explosives Company have 


by f ar the best record, and the Cotton Powder 
Company are good seconds. Kynochs have 


been unsuccessful as regards the large sizes. 
required for the Naval service, and their rejec- 
tions on present cantracts have been very: 
heavy.” 


Third Day. 
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That is to say that of all the companies | and there was nothing in the way of 
reported upon by the Inspector, Kynochs | legitimate trade to account for this. And 


was the worst, and yet what is the pro- 
posed allocation? The National Explosives 


Company, which is the best, gets 2s., and | 


Kynochs, which is the very worst, gets 
2s. 6d. That is to say, that upon 


300,000lbs. of cordite Kynochs, which is | 


the worst company of the lot, gets a 
bonus of £75,000. Who will say after 
that that there is no favouritism? The 


yet, comparing the value of Kynochs’ 
shares the month before the elec- 
tion which put the present Govern- 
ment in power—I do not mean 
the last election, but the 1895 election— 
with the month after the General Election, 
what do we find is the state of things ? 


The shares stood at £15 in the month of 


late Financial Secretary to the War Office | 


said, with regard to one of these 
instances, and one of the most glaring 


instances, “I am _ responsible for it; 
the responsibility is mine.” And Lord 
Salisbury said, “ Very well, if the respon- 
sibility is yours, then out you go.” Then 
the Secretary to the Admiralty jumps 
up, and he says, ‘The responsibility is 
also mine.” And Lord Salisbury practically 
said, “ Then off you goas well.” And so 
they both disappeared, and have been 
<lismissed into the Privy Council, which 
is now made a kind of laager for 
undesirables of the Ministry. 
ease as far as Kynochs is concerned. 


The only other point is this, that 
afterwards, in spite of the report 
of the Inspector that Kynochs 


provided the worst cordite, in spite of 


the fact that they were more in arrear ! 


than all the other companies put together, 
they received 6d. per lb. more than their 
competitors. All the other companies 
put together were 50,000 in arrear 
with their orders, but Kynochs alone had 
arrears amounting to 240,000lbs. Even 
their orders for 1898 were in arrear, and 
they were the only company whose 
orders for that year were in arrear. 
Kynochs’ orders for 1900 were also in 
arrear. Kynochs produce worse cordite, 
aceording to the testimony of the In- 
spector, and still they are paid 6d. per 
lb. more ; they get opportunities of re- 
vising their tenders, and they also get 
large orders ; in fact, this was a company 
which was so much favoured by the 
Government that the Storekeeper to the 
Navy said, “ Kynochs is one of the com- 
panies built up by the Navy.” There is 


one other fact with regard to Kynochs | 


which I wish to mention before I dismiss 
it, and it is full of significance. When 
the present Government came into office 
it was very interesting to observe the | 
change which took place in the value of | 
Kynochs’ shares. 


orders, and nothing special had happened, | | 'by any means in the eycle trade. 


Mr. Lloyd-George 


the . 
That is the | 


May, 1895, but in the following month 
of August they went up to £20. ‘There 
was no corresponding rise in the value of 
other Explosive Companies’ shares. The 
right hon. Gentleman complains that we 
have made insinuations, and that we have 
suggested corruption, [Ministerial cries 
of “ Hear, hear.”|] Well, if hon. Gentle- 
men opposite insist upon that, then [| 
cannot help it. All I can say is that | 
have simply stated the facts, and if hon. 
Members opposite insist upon reading 
into them corruption, they are doing so 
upon a bare statement of facts. What I 
do ask is this—What interpretation does 
the Birmingham Stock Exchange place 
upon the business? Four-fifths of them 
are the right hon. Gentleman’s friends, 
and yet their view of the matter was that 
the change of Government was worth an 


addition of thirty-three per cent. to the 


value of the shares of the company in 
which the right hon. Gentleman’s family 
held the largest interest. And now comes 
the significance of the statement made by 
Mr. Arthur Chamberlain in relation to 
Tubes. At a meeting the other day he said, 
‘What was done in Kynochs could be 
done in Tubes.” Let the House not for- 
get that this is the only case which has 
been investigated, and the result of the 
investigation has been to display and 
expose “the most disgraceful condition of 
favouritism towards one company which 
has been manifested, I venture to say, in 
the present century by any Government 
Department. I might have referred to 
other companies, but I will only refer 
very shortly to the Birmingham Small 
Arms Company, of which the right hon. 
Gentleman’s brother is the chairman. 
The only point I make in connection with 
that is this—that the War Office, in 
inviting tenders for cycles, have insisted 
that most of the parts which compose 
those cycles—I believe the proportion is 
about nine-tenths—should be manufac- 
tured by the Birmingham Small Arms 





There were no fresh | | Company, which is not the best company 


There 
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was no reason, as far as quality was con-| could legitimately be used later on to 


cerned, why the parts should have been | justify corruption itself. 


Corruption is a 


the manufacture of that company, and | question of intention and of motive, but 
Coventry cycle firms could have done all | the House of Commons, in framing 


this. 
trade about this question, and it is only 


There has been an agitation in the | 


within the last few days that that com- | 


pany has been withdrawn from 
Government contracts with regard to 
cycles. I say that all those are cases 
which demand the same searching in- 


the | 


regulations of this kind, cannot inquire 
into motives. You cannot say that 
because A has a small interest, infini- 
tesimal it is true, he is exactly the sort of 


/man who would not do a thing corruptly. 


vestigation as was given to the case of | 


Kynochs. The right hon. Gentleman has 


said that we are attacking his private 


character, but that is not what we are 
doing at all. Nobody has ever suggested 
it. All these are published facts, and 
they are not merely published facts, but 


they are facts which are necessarily public, | 


for it is information which the law 
insists upon being open to the public 
for the information of the public, and for 
the protection of the public 
transactions of this character and others. 
But although we have discussed his 
public affairs we have not, in order to 
defame his political reputation or to 
destroy his political career, intercepted 
and published his private correspondence. 
If we had, then I venture to say that the 
right hon. Gentleman would have been 
justified in flinging at us some of the 
epithets which he so freely hurls at his 
political opponents. But we have done 
nothing of the kind. We have searched 
the registers at Somerset House. We 
have inquired into the — evidence 
published in Blue-books in this House. 


Those are the facts which we have 
brought before the House, and those 
alone, and I[ do say that they 
demand an explanation. I say that 


not merely have we a right to bring these 
facts before the House, but it is the duty 
of some Member to doit. They invite 
explanation, nay, they demand it. It is 
not that charges of corruption are brought 
against any Minister of the Crown, for 
that is not insinuated, but I do say, to use 
a phrase uttered by the right hon. Gentle 
man, “it is not treasonable but it is im- 
proper.” That is exactly the description 
that can be given to some of these invest- 
ments. ‘The investments in the Kynochs, 
Hoskins, some of the Tubes, and Elliots 
are not corrupt, but they are certainly 
improper. My second point is this—that 


although there is no charge or suggestion 
of corruption, still things have been done 
which would set up a precedent which 


against | 


B has a large interest. His tamily have 
huge influence, but B is a high-minded 
man, and who shall profess that he is 
disinterested? You cannot say that. 
You are bound to examine the facts, and 
to judge upon them. These rules are laid 
down not altogether to prevent corruption 
or to hit corruption, but to prevent cir- 
cumstances that might justify corruption 
in others. They are rigidly, sternly en- 


|forced against the officials of the Civil 
o 


Service. Supposing one of these unfor- 
tunate Civil Service clerks in Ceylon 
had put money into a land speculation, 
or had had a hundred shares in the 
Colombo Commercial Company, which was 
building huts for the poor Boer prisoners, 
he would have invited, and would have 
received, the censure of the Government. 
Nobody, however, would have said that 
it was an attack upon his private 
character, but purely an attack, and a 
very just attack, upon him in his official 
capacity. Nobody would have suggested 
corruption. All that would have been 
said was that it was highly improper, and 
ought to be stopped. I know of nothing 
in regard to which these rules ought to 
be enforced with greater rigidity than in 
war contracts. In regard to the influence 
which is exercised in these there is this 
to be said, that although no pressure is 
brought to bear on officials to give 
contracts to favoured firms, there is 
a knowledge in the minds of those 
gentlemen who deal with the contracts, 
when they are distinguishing between 
two or three different firms, that there is 
one firm which has at its back most 
powerful influence in the Government 
of the day; and who will suggest that 
that is not an influence which has to be 
combated with? Anyone who reads the 
evidence given before the Select Commit- 
tee will see that officials at the Admiralty 
are at a lossto explain why Kynochs are 
preferred. They used all sorts of 
reasons, which are false, | do not mean to 
say intentionally false, but which are 
entirely incorrect. It was not because 
Kynochs’ goods were better worth ; for 
Third Day. 
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you find that they were worse. These | pany, and I hold that it may also happen 
officials were constantly floundering | toa Minister of the Crown. I take from 
to find some sort of reason. The | The Times report. He said— 

real “ig they do nt know | “The trade with Persia was taken away 
themselves. It was this unconscious | from us because Mr. [now Baron] Curzon was 


influence which they themselves were 
unable to appreciate—the constant in- | 
fluence of a powerful personality at the 
back of the company. The right hon. 
(zentleman himself manifested this in the 
House of Commons in regard to Kynochs. 
in 1895 he got up in the House and 
said 

“What orders have you given to Kynochs? 
I have an interest in Kynochs through my 
constituents.” 

He never explained that he had any other | 
interest- 

“It is true that Kynochs is not in my con- 
stituency ; it is outside it; but still my con- 
stituents are interested, and I want to 
know what orders have been given to that 
company.” 

The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for War got wp and said that an order 
for five millions of cartridges had been 
given. “ Grotesque,” said the right hon. 
Gentleman ; the idea that they should 
only get an order for five millions of 


cartridges was grotesque, and they 
have made up for it ever since. Now 


there is this danger in regard to these 
contracts. I do not say it exists with 
regard to the right hon. Gentleman, but 
if Ministers of the Crown are allowed to 
have large interests, direct, or indirect, in 
firms providing munitions of war to the 
Government, | know of no greater danger 
to the peace of the country or to its 
security. It is not that any Minister 
you can imagine sitting in this House 
would ever deliberately, for the sake of 
promoting his own private interest, | 
engage in war. That is too horrible a 
suggestion even to think of, and I do not 
suggest it. But there is again the subtle | 
influence of the constant action of a 
man’s permanent interest upon his judg- 
ment. It does give him a_ bias 
without his knowing it. Take the 
case of Kynochs. A very remarkable 
speech was delivered by the chairman of 
that company two years ago. If he did 








of opinion that the Birmingham goods supplied 
to Persia went to the Afridis to shoot down 
our own soldiers.” 


Mr. Arthur Chamberlain said that that 
was not true. If anyone said to Mr, 
Arthur Chamberlain that he was supply- 
ing ammunition to commit the Armenian 


| atrocities or the massacres in Crete he 


would repudiate it with anger, and 
yet, unconsciously, that was the point he 
was putting in his speech. If anyone 
were to say to him, “ Don’t send your 
cartridges to Persia, because they are 
used to shoot down our own troops,” 
I believe that he would have said, 
“Certainly, I would not send a single 
cartridge, even if Kynochs go without a 
dividend.” I say that this _ illustrates 
the great danger of Ministers having an 
interest in these contracts in this 
country. I have stated the whole of the 
facts, and I am exceedingly obliged to 
the House for their kindness in listening 
tome so long. I put it again, that | 
brought the subject forward on the 
ground of the importance of ensuring 
that regulations of this character, as 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, should be rigidly enforced. We 
have a proud pre-eminence as a country 
in this matter. One of the first things 
anyone hears after crossing the Atlantic 
is charges of corruption brought against 
public men in connection with public 
municipalities, and even the State. It 
is suggested that contracts are given 
purely from influence, and if anyone 
draws a contrast between that country 
and this his heart is filled with British 
pride at the purity of our statesmanship, 
I do not say that the Secretary for the 
Colonies or the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury has done anything to lower the 
standard of proud pre-eminence which we 
enjoy as a country in this matter. What 
I do say is that they have given legitimate 


ground for uneasiness, and, above all, they 


have established precedents, which, if 
they are followed, would lead to some- 


it deliberately, I know nothing more thing infinitely worse than anything I 


horrible ; but he arrived at his conclu- 


have spoken of to-day. I beg to move 


sions by the unconscious operation of that | the Amendment standing in my name. 


personal bias. I take this instance as an | 
illustration of what may happen in the | 


*Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.) in second- 


case of a private individual in this com-| ing the Amendment, said that the hon. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Member for Carnarvon had brought for- 
ward certain specific charges which, 

doubt, were deserving of explanation, but 
he did not propose to follow the hon. Mem- 
berin that line for two reasons. In the first 
place, the hon. Members referred to had | 
not yet had an opportunity of offering 
any explanation of the matters in ques- 
tion; and in the second place he desired 
to keep any observations he made free 
from any personalities. ‘The subject was 
far more important than the personality 
or position of any member of this or 
any other Government, be he never 
so conspicuous. It was the purity, 
dignity, and honour of public life in this 
country. ‘The principle the Amendment 
endeavoured to enforce was that under no 
circumstances should a Minister of the 
Crown,or any member of the Government, 
be involved or interested in any com- 
mercial undertaking in such a manner that 
his private interests might conflict, or even 
appear to conflict, with his duty as a trustee 
for the interests of the nation. This prin- 
ciple had heen recognised many times and 
in many ways. As was well known, there 
was an Act of Parliament dealing with 
the position of M.P.’s and the con- 
tracts of the Government passed in 
the 22nd of the reign of George III., which 
prohibited any private Member from being 
interested in any Government contract. 
That Act,as was pointed out by Sir Erskine 


May in his “ Parliamentary Practice,” 
did not affect incorporated — trading 
companies, but it imposed a_ penalty 


of £500 on any Member for sitting 
or voting if he was interested directly or 
indirectly in any Government contract. 
This Amendment asked the House to go 
one step further as regarded Ministers 
than the Act of 1782, and to say 
that they should have no interest in 
any Government contract even as share- 
holders in an incorporated — trading 
company. He thought there was very 
good reason for asking the House to 
take that step, because since 1782 the 
growth of incorporated trading companies 
had been such that we had now to deal 
with a state of things which was never 
contemplated by the framers of the Act 
of that year. The growth of companies 
had been extensive, and sometimes 
peculiar, There was the one-man com- 
pany and the practice of giving a small 
share to clerks and others in order to form 
a company, which was an evasion of the | 
spirit of the law. The whole capital of 
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| a company with the exception of one £10 


note might be held by two gentlemen, 


‘one of whom might be the head of a 
‘Government Department, 


giving con- 


tracts to that company, and yet he 
would be within his legal rights in 


so doing. He did not suggest that there 
was any probability of such a scandal 
occurring, but at the same time it 
ought not to be possible for it to oceur. 
He agreed with the Secretary for the 


‘Colonies, when speaking of the case of 


Sir Hercules Robinson, that the principle 
of Cesar’s wife was the only true prin- 
ciple which should govern the action of 
Ministers where any suspicion of possible 
conflict between public duty and private 
interest might arise in the mind of even 
the most censorious of critics The con- 
nection of members of the Government 
with any undertaking of a private descrip- 
tion had been a subject of strict scrutiny 
in the past. The late Mr. Gladstone 
made it a rule that no members of his 
Cabinet should be directors of companies. 
The House rejoiced that the new Presi- 
dent cf the Board of Trade had resigned 
a directorship which he held, and that 


Lord Hardwicke, on being appointed 
Under Secretary for India, had_relin- 


quished his active connection with the 
Stock Exchange. The late Mr. Mundella, 
aman of the highest integrity, resigned 
the presidentship of the Board of 
Trade under circumstances which would 
be remembered. In 1876 the late Lord 
Henry Lennox, Commissioner of Works 
in Mr. Disraeli’s Government, was 
director of the Lisbon Tramways Com- 
pany, promoted by the late Albert Grant. 
An action was brought in the High Court 
and it was disclosed that there had been 
fraud on the part of the promoters and 
want of propercare on that of the directors. 
The matter was commented on by the 
then Lord Chief Justice. The attention 
of Mr. Disraeli wa's called to the matter, 
as it did not appear that either he 
or Lord Henry Lennox would take any 
action, and Lord Henry Lennox imme- 
diately resigned his office. Zhe Times, 
commenting on the resignation of Lord 
Henry Lennox and upholding a high 
standard of political purity, said- 

“Tt was clear something would have to he 
done. It was the duty of someone to open an 
inquiry, but who would do it? It appeared 

yesterday that Mr. Trevelyan undertook the 
necessary, if ungrateful, duty of showing that 
the House of Commons was not careless of 
, the character of its Members, especially when 
also Ministers of the Crown.” 


Ss Third Day. 
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And it was this necessary, if ungrateful, 
duty which they had undertaken that day. 
He regretted that there should have been 
any necessity to restate the principle 
which should govern the action of the 
House and members of the Government 
—the principle of Ciesar’s wife--and he 
had presumed to restate it because it was 
of vital importance to the welfare of 
public life in this country. 


Amendment proposed 

“At the end of the Question to add the 
words, ‘And we humbly beg to represent to 
Your Majesty that Ministers of the Crown 
and Members of either House of Parlia- 
ment holding subordinate office in any publie 
Department ought to have no interest direct 
or indirect in any firm or company competing 
for contracts with the Crown, unless the 
nature and extent of such interest being first 
declared, Your Majesty shall have sanctioned 
the countenance thereof and when necessary 
shall have directed such precautions to be 
taken as may effectually prevent any 
suspicion of influence or favouritism in the 
allocation of such contracts.’”—(Ur. Lloyd- 
George.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


*CoLonEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon): I should not have 
intervened in this debate but for the 
fact that i represent a Midland con- 
stituency, in addition to which I take a 
very deep interest in the honour and 
welfare of my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary and my hon. friend 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 
The honour of al! public men is the pro- 
perty of the nation, but those who live in 
the immediate neighbourhood of the 
Colonial Secretary and the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, and have 
taken so great an interest in their political 
career, have a peculiar interest in defend- 
ing them. The House must not hide 
from itself the fact that under the some- 
what specious garb of an Amendment, 
there might be a desire, and the result of 
this Amendment if carried will be, to hurl 
the Colonial Secretary from public life. 
‘The inference to be drawn from the 
Amendment is that the influence of the 
Colonial Secretary has used to 
obtain Government contracts for firms in 
which members of his family were in- 


been 


‘COMMONS} 


j 
| 


| 


terested, and, of course, if such a charge , 


could be maintained it would be impos- 
sible for aman to maintain his position 
in public life. For years accusations have 


lwen made with that object, and last year 


Mr, Socines, 
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letters were purchased from a discharged 
clerk in the hope of terminating kis 
career. They could not wonder under 
the circumstances that hon. Members 
on that side of the House, and many on 
the other side, should desire that these 
matters which had been mentioned in 
the press of this country, and also in 
foreign countries, should be cleared up, or 
at all events that the House should be 
put in possession of the facts. He was 
not entirely in accord with what fell from 
a previous speaker in regard to director- 
ships. ‘There were directorships and 
directorships, and so long as the House 
of Commons and public life in this 
conutry was constituted as it was, and so 
loug as men engaged in business pursuits 
were expected to take part in the Govern 
menc there would be Ministers connected 
with trading companies, for it was im 
possible for a man to give up his whok 
career in life for a year or two in office 
ile presumed that many Members of the 
House were shareholders in the Army 
and Navy Stores or the Civil Service 
Co-operative Stores. Was it possible to 
go and ask whether they were contractors 
to the Government or not? That was 
exactly the case with regard to the major 
part of the accusations against the Colo. 
nial Secretary. There were many Mem- 
bers in the House who could not say 
whether the companies in which they 
were interested were benefited by Govern- 
ment contracts. Mr, Arthur Chamberlain 


| was well known in the Midlands as a man 


with splendid business qualities ; his con 


| nection with Kynochs had raised that 


firm from a very low ebb to a position ot 
prosperity, and it was ridiculous to sus 
gest that he should sever his connection 
with the business because his brother 
became Colonial Secretary. If there was 
any special preference shown to Kynochs 
it was shown first of all by the late 
Administration. He entirely approved 
of their having an order for ammunition 
We must maintain every ammunition 
company in order that we might have 
the supplies we wanted in time of war. 
He did not know anything about the 
question whether one company got more 
orders than another. He had no doubt 
that when Mr. Arthur Chamberlain pre 
sented himself at the War Office, either 
during the last Administration or this, 
the fact that he bere the name of 
Chamberlain must have been a point in 
his favour, If anyone called there bear- 
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ing the name of Campbell-Bannerman or 
Harcourt it would undoubtedly create a 
feeling in his favour. The Colonial 
Secretary did not hold a share in the 
company, and, though naturally connec- 
tion with the family of a well-known 
public man was a point in his favour, 
Mr. Arthur Chamberlain was strong busi- 
ness man enough to obtain orders for 
cordite or any other ammunition without 
that connection. The firm of Hoskins 
was mainly the business of Mr. Neville 
Chamberlain, and in it the Financial 
Secretary held a twelfth of the capital, 
ind it had been stated that the firm en- 
joyed a small Admiralty contract bringing 
in about £600 a year. He could not see 
that in this the Financial Secretary was 
the least to blame. Of the Birmingham 
Trust Company he had some knowledge, 
and undoubtedly the reputation of the 
Chamberlain family as men of business 
led business men to invest in the com- 
pany. Among other businesses the Trust 
Company invested in Tubes (Limited), 
and the Colonial Secretary had made the 
statement that he held no shares in the 
company. One of the grossest insults he 
had ever heard in the House was levelled 
against the Colonial Secretary by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon, but upon 


the question whether the — right 
hon. Gentleman made a_ truthful 
statement in this instance there was 
the balance-sheet of the company. 


There was not a single word in the 

balance-sheet to indicate to the Colonial 
Secretary, or to anybody, that the Bir- 
mingham Trust held any shares whatever 
in Tubes, Limited ; and the secretary to 
the Trust, to whom he had telegraphed 

on Saturday for the balance-sheet, wrote 
stating that it was not the custom of that 
company to publish a statement of its 
investments In any more detailed form 

than they had given. With regard to 
Elliot’s Metal Company, the Colonial 

Secretary did not hold a single farthing 
in it, nor did his son, except as a trustee. 

As to the only remaining company—the 
Ceylon Commercial Company—he __ be- 
lieved the Colonial Secretary was one of 
the original holders in that company | 
twenty-five years ago. It was true that 
last year they obtained some contract, 
he did not know what, to build huts in | 
Ceylon ; but was it possible to imagine | 
that the Colonial Secretary could have | 
been aware of a contract given away in | 
Ceylon in the middle of last year? Was | 
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there anything whatever to bring it to 
his notice? Even if there were, was ever 
a charge of corruption founded upon such 
a slender basis? He knew something 
about small Government contracts, and, 
as far as he knew, no house in the Mid- 
lands sought them. The Government did 
not do its business on the same lines as 
private enterprises ; there was none of 
that long association, and it was 
often simply a question of a frae- 
tion of one per cent. He hoped the 
House saw that the case for the prosecu- 
tion was exceedingly slender. He 
believed so greatly in the honour 
and honesty of the Colonial Seec- 
retary he was perfectly certain that years 
after his critics and traducers had ceased 
to be remembered he would be remem- 
bered as one of the great Empire builders 
of this century, and that he would leave 
to his sons, and to the nation at large, a 
name that would be remembered for 
honour and for probity. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): I hope 
that the Colonial Secretary and the 
Secretary to the Treasury will not leave 
the point so entirely untouched as_ the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down. 
[ think if my hon. friend the Member for 
the Carnarvon Boroughs has made one 
thing clearer than another it is that he 
does not desire to mix up with this 
purely public question of administrative 
purity and propriety any charge of per- 
sonal corruption. Nobody can deny the 
facts put forward by the hon. Member 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs, and it is 
a very serious and significant circum- 
stance that hon. Members opposite should 
think that that is the natural inference 
from these facts. ‘The country will be as 
careful as ourselves to exonerate the 
Colonial Secretary and the Financial 
Secretary from charges of personal cor- 
ruption. I desire to make clear my own 
personal opinion that it would be in the 
highest degree unfair to suggest that the 
Colonial Secretary or the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury have directly or 
consciously sought to influence any con- 
tract whatever. I shall be very sorry 
indeed if in the course of the few observa- 


‘tions I propose to make on the subject I 


should say anything inconsistent with 

that declaration. It is really a question 

of public interest and importance that 

the House has now to consider. It 

is a question affecting administrative 
S 2 Third Day. 
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propriety as well as purity, and 
there cannot be a _ question — of 


more importance put before the House. 
The later traditions of the English public 
service have been all in the direction of 
preventing public officials from taking 
up any private interest that might con- 
flict with their public duty. That, cer- 


tainly, has been the tendency and rule of , 


the Civil Service, and it is also the ten- 
dency in municipal corporations. Once 
let it be thought that this House is dis- 
posed to relax the severity of the general 
understanding, depend upon it, you will 
very easily have a relapse in administra- 
tive purity on the part both of Civil ser- 
vants and municipal corporations through- 
out the country. I think I may fairly 
say this, that the Colonial Secretary, or if 
not he, at all events the Secretary to the 
Treasury, has without being conscious of 
it, without appreciating what was being 
done, fallen below the municipal standard. 
They have certainly fallen below the high 
standard set up by the Colonial Secretary 
himself, which has heen succinctly de- 
scribed as the principle of Cvesar’s wife. 
I have always thought that standard was 
unreasonably high. It resulted in many 
grave injustices to the lady to whom it 
was first applied, and I should not like to 
judge the Colonial Secretary by the 
standard he has himself set up, but that 
well-known reference to Czsar’s wife 
indicates the essential principle on which 
the statutes on this subject have been 
based. It would be perfectly idle to 
make a rule that public officials should 
not be corrupt or act unfairly in the dis- 
tribution of contracts. Of course, the 
object which everybody aims at is to pre- 
vent corruption and unfairness, but in 
order to achieve that you must go a great 
deal further than that object. smplaciter. 
Your rule must be not only that officers 
must not be corrupt. That is a matter 
of opinion as to which people may differ. 
A rule, if it is to be of any service at all, 
must prevent public officials from putting 
themselves in circumstances where there 
is likely to arise any temptation to a 
conflict between private interests and 
pubiic duty. It must seek to put them 
above suspicion. 
English Minister occupying a position so 
much attacked as that of Colonial Secre- 
tary is likely to do it. 
can put himself above suspicion, but 
you can avoid putting yourself in circum- 
stances to which suspicion would natur- 


Mr. Robson. 


{COMMONS} 


I am sure that no/| 


Nobody, indeed, | 
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ally attach. That is the utmost, I think, 
that Cesar would have the right to ask 
i of his wife ; it is the utmost we have the 
right to ask of any public official, high or 
low. But we have the right to ask chat 
much. If we merely make a_ general 
regulation against corruption or unfair- 
ness the result would be that a Minister 
or official might easily enough take up 
some private interest which it might 
become his public duty to check or to 
oppose. Everybody would naturally sus- 
‘pect that he would not very adequately 
fulfil that duty of checking or opposing 
that private interest. They would sus- 
pect ; he would deny, and he would have 
a perfectly clear field for denial, because, 
of course, no record, no documents were 
made. If they were made they would 
not be preserved, and so a_ kind of 
gentle pressure might be exercised 
by one Minister upon his colleagues 
in order to influence contracts. Any 
suspicion which might arise would 
absolutely never be proved in any way 
whatever, and it would have to remain 
matter of suspicion. Suspicion would be 
met on the one hand by the Minister in 
question with abusive epithets, and, on 
the other, with charges of corruption. 
The Minister would be believed by his 
friends, disbelieved by his enemies, and 
suspected by a large number of persons 
who belonged to neither category. That 
is not by any means a_ satisfactory 
position with regard to a public servant 
in a country like this. It is in order to 


' prevent that condition of things that this 


sensible rule of the Civil Service has been 
laid down, and by no one in stronger 
terms than the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, that no public servant should 
take up a private interest which in his 
public capacity he may he called upon to 
check. Has the Colonial Secretary or the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
broken that rule? ‘That is the point. 
' We do not need to enter into questions of 
motive, for questions of motive in the 
strict sense are not really relevant to this 
inquiry at all. In discussing a question 
of this importance we ought as far as 
| possible to keep the question of motive 
out of account altogether. We have to 
‘ask, first of all, what is the rule to be 
‘observed, and next, has that rule 
in any serious or substantial sense 
been infringed ? Are these questions 
| decided by the very extraordinary defence 
| put forward by the hon. Member for 
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Central Bradford on bebalf of the right | it is not unlikely that Mr. Arthur Cham- 


hon. Gentleman ? 
that the Colonial Secretary would 
authorise such a case as that, for what 
does it amount to ? 


It ignores the ques- | 


tions I have just stated, and says that it | 


ought to be generally known that in 
entering public life the Colonial Secretary 
has lost opportunities by which he might 
have been many times a millionaire. In 
other words, he has lost money by the 
public service. What Members of this 
House are not in exactly the same posi- 
tion? We have all lost money by the 
public service, and we are proud of it. It 
is the special pride and glory of this 
House that its Members, one and all, are 
prepared to sacrifice for other, and I hope 
higher motives, pecuniary gain. I can- 
not imagine a defence which puts a more 
unmerited slur on the House at large than 
the defence put forward by the Colonial 
Secretary's friend. The rule to which I 
have referred is not merely to preserve 
the public official himself from tempta- 
tion or suspicion. There is another and 
certainly not less important reason, and 
that is that if once it is known that a 
public official of importance is a_share- 
holder or is pecuniarily interested in 


some company contracting with the 
Government it greatly _ facilitates 


the task of other persons belonging to 
the company—entirely without the know- 
ledge of the Minister or ofticial—going to 
the public departments, and seeking to 
get a contract on the strength of his name. 
That appears to be the true inference to 
be drawn from many of the charges put 
forward by the hon. Member for Carnar- 
von Boroughs. I do not for a moment 
suppose the Colonial Secretary knew any- 
thing about the investment in Tubes or 
Elliot’s Metal Company, but when a 
public official gives his name as a share- 
holder in a company, and that company 
is competing for public contracts, it 
would be a very remarkable man of busi- 





ness indeed—and certainly it would not | 


{ 


} 


he the brother of the Colonial Secretary ' 


—who did not, if he could fairly from his 
point of view, take advantage of the cir- 
cumstance. We have been told that Mr. 
Arthur Chamberlain is one of the best 
men of business in Birmingham. 
tainly am not in a position to make any 
charges ; I only draw the inference from 
the facts as stated, and it certainly would 
not be a matter for which the Colonial 
Secretary should be held responsible, but 


I cer- | 


' 


I can scarcely think | berlain has used the name of the Colonial 


Secretary in connection with this com- 
pany. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is a 
charge against an absent man. On his 
behalf I may say that he has never done 
anything of the kind. 


Mr. ROBSON : Of course, I unhesita- 
tingly accept the statement of the 
Colonial Secretary, and I have ill-phrased 
my observations if it was not made appa- 
rent that really what I was seeking to do 
was to illustrate the mischief of the name 
of any public official appearing on the 
share list of any company seeking for 
Government contracts. I entirely accept 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement, 
and I am sorry I made any reference of 
the kind. Still, it does not at all deprive 
my observations of their force as general 
observations. Look at the inference 
which is not unnaturally drawn. When 
one hears of companies in a very unsatis- 
factory financial position being taken up 
and put into a most satisfactory financial 
position in some instances, and mto a 
better financial position in others, it is by 
no means unnatural that such an infer- 
ence should be drawn. Has there been 
any infringement of this rule? It seems 
to me upon the facts as stated that there 
has been a substantial and, in one case, a 
deliberate infringement of that rule. In 
the case of the Hoskins Company there 
has been an infringement which may be 
great or small. The hon. Member who 
has just spoken made some references 
to the amount of turnover which may 
properly be attributed to Government 
contracts. I do not care whether the 
amount be great or small. If we were 
making charges of personal culpability 
against the Colonial Secretary it would 
be most material to inquire whether the 
amount were great or small, but when 
the charge is one of a breach of a regula- 
tion the mere amount is of no importance. 
What are the circumstances as laid before 
us of the Hoskins Company? The com- 
pany is formed among other objects to 
take Admiralty contracts, and in order 
that it may take such contracts without 
bringing the promoters within the scope 
of the statute the number of sharehol lers 
is increased to ten or twelve, five of whom 
are clerks and other persons holding only 
one share each. It is certainly somewhat 
curious that the gentlemen promoting this 
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company instead of making the number of 
shareholders seven, as in the formation of 
an ordinary company, should have in- 
creased it to ten—obviously in order that it 
might come within the exceptions, and to 
enable the company to carry out. its 
object of obtaining Admiralty contracts, 
although its members were members of 
the Government. It certainly seems that 
there there is a deliberate intention of 
forming a company which can take Admi- 
ralty contracts and yet not render mem- 
bers of the Government who are also 
members of the company liable to any 
penalty. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusteN CHAM. 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, I.) : 
only one member, 


Mr. ROBSON : Only one? Well, one 
is quite enough. I am dealing with a 
question of principle, and whether there 
is one or half a dozen does not matter. Is 
there, or is there not, in this instance a 
breach of this admirable rule? If tnere 
has been a breach, what action does the 
Government propose to take in the 
matter? There have been other breaches 
of the ordinary understanding with regard 
to contracts. My hon. friend has referred 
to Kynochs, and he says that the official 
responsible for the contract being given 
to Kynochs has heen in a somewhat rude 
way dismissed. That official has not been 
dismissed ; he has been made a Privy 
Councillor; he has received one of the 
most distinguished honours the Crown 
ean confer, and Ido not for a moment 
suggest that he is not worthy of the 
honour. But I ask whether that is not 
to be taken rather as an approval than 
otherwise of his conduct. Are the 
Government going to approve or disap 
prove of the conduct of the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury in relation to 
contracts? If they are going to justify 
it they will approve it. If they do not 
justify it let this House not allow them to 
escape upon any assumed charges of per- 
sonal corruption. Such charges are not 
made. I gather that the Colonial 
Secretary and the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury are going to treat this ques- 
tion as involving a charge of personal 
corruption. Very well. Ii they do so, 
let them not forget the other charge, 
which we say is the only charge that we 
advance. Let them not forget that, if 
the facts are as stated, there nas been a 


Mr. Robson. 


{COMMONS} 


There is} 
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deliberate breach of a rule which is abso 
lutely essential to the purity and good 
administration of the English — civil 
service, and we have a right to ask the 
Government whether they mean to 
approve of this irregularity. Ii they do, 
then what might be a very trivial breach, 
becomes a very serious constitutional 
matter. The dilemma before the Govern 
ment is this: either there has or there has 
not been an irregularity. If there has 
been they must take some action in 
regard to it. They must, if it be only 
by way of a definite expression of 
opinion, take care that this irregularity is 
not to be construed as a precedent, and 
is not to be enlarged into a principle. 
We are entitled to have either an explicit 
defence or an explicit disapproval. I pass 
now to the Colonial Secretary’s conduct in 
regard to Kynochs. The right hon. 
Gentleman will probably point out 
that in regard to the bulk of these 
companies he is not personally concerned 
in any way whatever, that he knew 
nothing about the character either of 
their business or of their profits, and 
perhaps that he did not know how many 
companies gather round his own table and 
under his own roof. Whatever lie says | 
am prepared to accept. But while a 
public man cannot prevent his tamily 
forming themselves into companies to 
any extent they like, tnere is one thing 
he may and must do: he must be careful 
that he, at all events, does not aid their 
business purposes without 
exactly the relation in which he may 
stand towards them. Has the Colonial 
Secretary always done that? The famous 
cordite debate has been referred to, in 
which the then Opposition reproached 
the Government with not having enough 
ammunition. The Colonial Secretary 
was quite entitled to get up as he did and 
say they ought to get more; he was 
entitled to say they should get more 
from Kynochs. But what he said was 
that he proposed to address the House 
because of the quite legitimate interest 
he had in Kynochs. His words wer 
that 

“ He believed he was the first Memler who 
had risen who had any kind of connection 
through his constituency with the manu- 
facture of cordite. He did not think the 
cordite was actually manufactured in Bir 
mingham, but the tirm of Kynoch and Com- 
pany, whose headquarters were at Aston, 
asuburh of Birmingham, were cordite manu- 
facturers, and theretore he had the legit mate 
interest in the matter which, as representing 
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his constituents, he might be expected to 
have.” 
What would be the meaning which any 
listener to that deciaration would natu- 
rally attach to it? He would, of course, 
take “legitimate interest ” to mean that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s interest was 
purely political, that it was legitimate, as 
being the interest of his constituents. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
Mr. ROBSON : I daresay it was, but 
it was also the interest of other than his 
constituents. [ do not say that the right 
hon. Gentleman, as Member for West 
Birmingham, in the debate, was not 
acting upon a legitimate public interest, 
but when he puts forward the legitimate 
interest as being that of his constituents 
ina way which leads the House to sup- 
pose that there is no personal or family 
interest, but purely the interest of his 
constituents and the interest of the 
public, does not the right hon. Gentle- 
man then refrain from informing the 
House, perhaps quite unintentionally, of a 
very important and material circum- 
stance, namely, that the company he is 
recommending is a company in which his 
family is overwhelmingly interested ? If 
the right hon. Gentleman does not think 
it necessary to inform the House of 
Commons of the real character of his 
interest in Kynochs, why should he think 
it necessary to inform his colleagues ; and 
if he does not think it necessary to inform 
his colleagues, we have the Colonial 
Secretary putting up a_ standard of 
propriety which involves very grave 
danger indeed to the public service. 
He ought, on that oecasion, to have been 
more candid with the House, and he has 
himself to thank if, after that declaration, 
when it is discovered that Kynochs now 
get these large contracts, and this ‘“ most 
favoured nation ” treatment, people will 
suspect him of doing with his colleagues 
what he did with the House of Commons. 
Therefore, although I am certain that if 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention had 
been called to the circumstances he would 
have made the declaration which I suggest 
he ought, yet he cannot very seriously or 


So it was. 


fairly assume an attitude of indignation | 


at the inferences which he says are being 


so cruelly and unkindly draw from his | 
It is himself who has given the | 


conduct. 


strongest ground for suspicion. I have 


put the question which lies before the 
House, and [ have put it in order to 
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invite the House to keep the Colonial 
Secretary and his friends to the real 
point—namely, what is the rule to be 
observed, and has it been infringed. What 
concerns the House is the maintenance of 
that high standard of administrative 
purity of which the House and the 
country has always been so proud. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I approach 
the subject which has been under discus- 
sion in the House with a repugnance 
which, [ think, the House will feel to be 
natural. Ido not think I am unusually 
thin-skinned. I believe [ am ready to 
take blows in a fair contest with a smiling 
face. IL have often been hard hit with 
reference to my public actions, and | have 
never complained, but I have endeavoured 
to give as good as I got. I have never 
complained of any attack made upon me 
in a fair field and in regard to my public 
action ; but this is not fair fighting, and I 
do think it hard that, atter twenty- 
tive years of Parliamentary service, I 
should, in the full light of day, have 
to stand up here and explain to my 
colleagues on both sides of the House that 
I am not a thief or a scoundrel. It is all 
very well to make unctuous repudiations, 
such as the hon. and learned Gentleman 
has just done, of any intention to attack 
my personal honour—but it is my per- 
sonal honour that is in question. 1 hold 
this feeling so strongly that at one time 
I decided that when this matter came on 
I would make no reply at all, that 1 
would throw myself on the judgment and 
good feeling of the House. I have 
thought, however, that that course was 
not open to me, for reasons with which I 
need not trouble the House. I shall 
endeavour to be as brief as possible, and 
I shall confine myself to the facts and to 
the general aspect of the Amendment 
which has been put upon the Paper, about 
which not a word has been said by any 
speaker, but upon which the House is to 
be called upon to vote. Of course, the 
Amendment is only a peg on which to 

‘hang this personal attack ; but it has been 
very badly drawn. It is a perfectly 
monstrous and absurd Amendment, and 
before hon. Gentlemen on either side of 


‘the House vote for it—and again | 


appeal to both sides——I hope they 
will allow me to point out to what 
they will be committed. First of ail, I 
' would explain the facts of the case. 


| Now what has happened? Two or three 
Third Day. 
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days before the election a certain attack | charges. There was no accusation! When 
was made upon me, it was continued I had time to give to the matter, I had 
throughout the election, and pressed even these papers—the worst of them, the 
down to the present time. It took the gutter press—submitted to the highest 
form of a series of statements, alleged legal authorities from whom I could 
facts, many of which I absolutely deny to obtain any opinion. They have advised 
be true, and which have been repeated to- me that there is no passage which 
night—it took the form of a number of they can find—-so carefully has all this 
alleged facts as to certain companies with business been conducted—that there is 10 
which my name was connected by the passage which they can find which con- 
comments of the writers who dealt with the | tains a definite charge upon which I can 
subject. At the time, I took no notice proceed. But the fact, however, remains 
whatever of them—lI had other work to/ that, although there is no charge which 
do; and I must admit that they do not I am able to bring to the test of a 
appear to have had much influence with judicial tribunal, there has yet been pro- 
my countrymen. Now, what was the duced, not to any great extent in this 
general effect of these statements? The country, but abroad, an impression that | 
hon. and learned Gentleman who has just have been guilty of conduct which would 
sat down was careful to repeat again and_ be disgraceful in any man, not to say in 
again that he made no imputation upon any Minister. Now that is the state of 
my personal honour. That is what these facts with which we have to deal. We 
papers said at intervals in the course of have heard to-night a réchauf/é—an im- 
the conspiracy of slander to which they perfect and incomplete réchauf/é—of those 
lent themselves; and it is true that | attacks which appeared in certain journals, 
nobody has made an accusation. It has; which must have been carefully prepared 
been a conspiracy of insinuation—which beforekand and been obtained with great 
is infinitely worse. Sir, I think that trouble and at considerable expense. For 
no one has the right to insinuate, as months past two gentlemen at least have 
the hon. and learned Gentleman has been employed at Somerset House en- 
just done, anything against the honour | deavouring to ferret out everything con- 
of a fellow-member, or, indeed, against cerning my private affairs and those of 
the honour of any man, unless he is pre- my relations, As far as I myself 
pared to support it by adirect accusation. am concerned they are welcome to all 
What is the result of the form in which the knowledge they have obtained, and, 
these statements have appeared? Why, indeed, if the hon and learned Gentleman 
I do not suppose there are many Members had come to me beforehand I would have 
of the House who took the trouble to, given him the particulars myself. But 
read them ; but let those who have read they chose to employ these veople, and | 
any of them say whether the suggestion say it is evident this work must have been 
which they were intended to convey was done with a particular purpose. It was 
not that I had made an improper and done in preparation for the General Elec- 
corrupt use of my political and official tion, for the time which was selected for 
position in order to benefit either myself the use of the information was about a 
or some members of my family. It is all couple of days before the General Elec- 
very well for those who made these in- tion. In the réchauff’ of the facts which 
sinuations to .leny the effect which they has been presented to the House—again 
produced; but I could bring to the I beg the House to understand I do not 
House, if I thought it desirable to mix admit the facts ; some of them were facts, 
myself up with all this mud, speech after many of them were entirely untrue—in 
speech made by hon. Members of this this réchuuffé of the companies you have 
House, and by their supporters, in which an account, more or less imaginative, of a 
I was directly charged, in consequence of number of companies. You would sup- 
these insinuations, with fattening upon pose that the transactions of these com- 
the profits which I had made out of a war panies had something to do with the 
which I had provoked. After all, these Amendment which is on the Paper, that 
gentlemen may be relieved by the care if they had not anything to do with the 
that they have taken from legal responsi- Amendment at least they had something 
bility, but they are not relieved from to do with the Colonial Secretary or with 
moral responsibility. The suggestions my hon. friend and relative, the Financial 
were intended to be equivalent to Secretary to the Treasury, who it appears 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. . 
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I learn to my great regret, is as bad as 
his father. But will it not surprise hon. 
Gentiemen opposite to know that of all 


the companies that have been mentioned | 


to-night—well, I do not know ; I admit | 
have not read these papers myself—but, as 
far as I know, of all the companies that 
have been mentioned in these papers 
there are only two in which I am a share- 
holder. Is that not something in the 
matter? What is the charge? To this 
I call the attention of the hon. Gentle- 
men, especially to those whom I see on 
the Bench opposite, because they have 
been in the Government, and they may 
expect to be in a Government again. The 
attempt in this charge is to make a puble 
man responsible, not for his own acts, but 
for the acts of his relations. | am interested 
as a shareholder in two of the companies 
which have been mentioned, and I will 
deal with them directly. My relations 
are interested, I have no doubt, although 
[ know nothing about the alleged amount 
of their interest and details of that kind, 
but my relations are no doubt interested 
in the other companies which have been 
mentioned. And it so happens—fortu- 
nately, perhaps, as | think —- that 
those attacks, those scandalous — in- 
sinuations, have taken a form even 
more offensive and definite in the 
case of my relations than they have done 
in the case of myself, and it also happens 
that my relations, not being public men, 
the slander in their case is not protected 
by that rule of law which gives a great 
privilege to comments upon public men ; 
and, accordingly, as those who have 
spoken well know, my relations and those 
who have been attacked either have taken 
or intend to take legal proceedings. So 
faras they are concerned, therefore, we 
shall see whether the abominable imputa- 
tions, which may be protected by the 
privilege of this House, which are pro 
tected to a certain extent when they are 
merely spoken matter, will be protected 
when they are in written form, and can 
he brought in that form before the Courts 
of law. I have always understood that, 
when a matter was sw) judice and the 
subject of legal proceedings, it was the 
ordinary course of this House to refrain 
from comment. I, at any rate, am not going 
into the details of companies in which | 
myself am not ashareholder and in which 
the only connection I can be alleged to 
have is that I have got relations who are 


shareholders. My relations stand for them- , 
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selves. Iam perfectly certain none of them 
have done anything to forfeit the character 
which they have won in their own dis- 
tricts among those who know them for 
honourable conduct. It is not my busi- 
ness and I am not going to defend them 
at the present moment. But now, what 
is the motive? The House has listened, 
as I have said, to what I consider to be a 
fair second-hand abstract of statements. 
which have appeared in those journals of 
which I can only speak with the greatest 
contempt, but what was the impression 
produced on the House by that long 
tirade, that dreary flow of petty 
malignity ? Surely everybody must have 
felt, if the words mean anything at all, 
that those companies were all companies 
in which I was directly concerned. What 
is the motive for bringing in the invest- 
ments of my reiatives, over which I have 
no control, in which I really have no in- 
terest ? The motive is to bring me into 
it, to make me responsible for a thing 
over which in no conceivable circum- 
stances can [I be responsible. I 
ask the House, I ask, again, hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, do they know what 
are the investments of all their relavions ? 
[am not in that position. They do not 
tell me what they do. I know nothing 
whatever about it in the vast majority of 
cases ; I do not meddle with their private 
affairs, and my own public affairs occupy 
the whole of my time. Well, Sir, the 
motive is, and this is the effect of the 
Amendment—it is a serious business to 
vote for an Amendment without under- 
standing what it means—the meaning of 
the Amendmert, as explained by those 
who have supported it, is that a public 
man is to be held responsible not only for 
his own, but also for the investments of 
his relations. [{‘* No, no.”] Yes, it is so. 
It says “any interest, direct or indirect,” 
and “indirect interest” has been  ex- 
plained to be a sort of interest which a 
man has in the investments of his family 
and his friends. Now, Sir, I say that if 
that view is accepted there is no man 
who is not a pauper, and all of whose 


relations are not paupers, who can 
safely accept public office in this 
country. I am not going to retaliate 


upon attacks which have been made upon 
me by introducing the names of other 
people. I think that the facts which 
have been stated, in so far as they are 
facts with regard to myself, do not 
constitute any charge, and accordingly if 


Third Day. 
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similar facts cau be stated against any- 
louaiy else, they also do not constitute a 
the attack isa pe rsonal one due to 
special circumstances—and I do not want 
to bring anyone else to share my burden. 
It is not a pleasant thing to be brought 
into an attack of this kind. But I can 
speak in general language, and say that 
it this Amendment and this rule whicl 
the House is now asked to sanction ha: 
been in operation only a few years ago 
some of the most distinguished, the most 
prominent, the most honoured names in 
our public life, are the names of public 
mien Who could never have accepted the 
the high public offices which they filled 
with so much distinction. I beg hon. 
Members on the other side of the House 
not to be led away by prejudice in this 
matter. Let them consider what they 
are doing. If they are now going to lay 
down that rule I beg them to consider that 
by so doing they will be casting blame on 
people who I am perfectly certain they 


charge 


} 
’ 
t 


would not wish to blame, and they will ! 


be putting difticulties in the way of public 
servants in the future which are really 
incalculable. Let me ask men of business 
on both sides of the House-—how could it 
be otherwise? Why, according to this 
resolution no Minister, and no relation of 
a Minister, no near relation, and, I sup- 
pose, no near friend. 
care more for their friends than for their 
relations—no one who is near and dear 
to a Minister must hold investments 
which involve any possible conflict be 
tween his personal interest and the inte- 
rest and work of the Government to 
which he belongs. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.) : 
That is not the Amendment. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is the 
Amendment. 

Mr. McKENNA: The right hon. 
Gentleman is wrong. It is “ declared.” 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member dia not draw the Amendment, 
and I do not think he is entitled to 
explain it. I say that 
is the principle of the Amendment, which 
is very badly drawn. ‘There are distine- 
tions which it is absoiutely impossible to 
For instance, the only persons 
who are proscribed are “ firms and com- 
panies competing for contracts with the 
Crown.” Does the hon. Member who 
drew this Amendment, whoever he may 
he, mean to say that a man who competes 


because some people 


Now let ls see, 


} 
observe, 


Mir. J Chamberlain, 
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for 2 contract is to be proscribed, and a 
man who gets a contract without competi- 
tion is to he allowed to go free? [‘ Oh, 
oh!”] It is absurd. [Opposition cheers. ] 
Then, I understand it is agreed? 
te No.” | 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. | Mini- 
sterial cries of “Order, order!”| Have 
patience for a minute. I only want to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman a question, 
and you will surely allow me to do that. 
lf an officer of the Crown holds a Govern- 
ment appointment, has he aright to enter 
into any contract to supply a Government 
with stores ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ques- 
tion is a very proper one, but it is abso- 
lately irrelevant. I think there must be 
some misunderstanding as to what the 
argument is. My argument is that this 
principle, that the private interests of no 
Member in the pusition of a Minister 
shall conflict with his public interest as a 
Minister, must go much further than the 
resolution provides. If the resolution 
were passed to-night we should have to 
amend it to-morrow in the direction of 
extending it; and in the first place we 
should have to say that a man who deals 
with the Government without # contract 
is, of course, more properly put under 
supervision than the man who deals 
with the Government by open tender 
with some of his competitors. Surely 
that follows as a matter of course. 
But there is something much more impor- 
tant than this. For some reason unknown 
to me, the mover of the Amendment has 
omitted investments in land, in Consols, 
in foreign and colonial securities. Now 
surely it is a matter oi common sense 
that you could not exclude them on this 
principle. it is perfectly clear and con- 
ceivable that a person who has invested 
in land or in Consols or in foreign or 
colonial securities may have a greater per- 
sonal interest in a direction opposed to the 
public interest than the man who happens 
to have taken an insignificant contract 
with the Government. That is all I am 
pointing out. If you are to deal with 
this thing you must deal with it widely 
and broadly, and vor must exclude every 
probable conflict of interest between the 
pecuniary interest of the Minister and the 
public interest of the Crown. No one 
will deny that. Will hon. Members con- 
sider in these circumstances who in future 
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should be a Minister of the Crown! I 
have been trying to find out. [ have 
gone through the list of securities. 
You cannot invest in — railways ; 
railways come under the Amendment, 
because they may have a contract with 
the Crown. You cannot invest in shipping 
companies ; you cannot invest in mines or 
in trust companies, because they have an 
investment in some other security which 
does contract with the Government. 
You cannot invest ina trading or manu- 
facturing company, because there is 
nothing which is made in this country 
which is not an article required by the 
Crown in connection with one or other of 
its departments, and which may not, 
therefore, be a subject of contracts with 
them. Therefore, [ wish again to cali 
attention to the fact that by accepting 
the principle of this Amendment you will 
be practically prohibiting any one in 
future from being a member of a Govern- 
ment who has any money whatever out- 
side the salary of his position. 


An Hon. MemBer: You should not 


give out the contracts. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [think this 
is an occasion when at least the man who 
is making a defence against an attack of 
this kind might be allowed to proceed 
without interruption. The hon. Member, 
{ understood, stated that I shculd not 
give out contracts. I have not given out 
wny contracts—certainly no 
counected with any one of the companies 


to which reference has been made. Now, 
! press on the House the fact that a 
regulation of this kind, very — strictly 


limited as it is, is enough to prevent, | 
confidently believe, every single member 
of both front benches from again taking 
oifice. Remember, it goes further. You 
have not only to answer for vourselves. 
If it were possible, which [ do not think 
it is, for anyone who has any investment 
Whatever to answer for himself, it is not 
possible for him to answer for his relations. 
It is perfectly absurd and ridiculous ; and 
yet if his relations, even without his 
knowledge, have an interest in any of these 
companies specified which come within 
the principle of the Amendment, he is to 
be held indirectly responsible. That is 
so, and I beg hon. Members who have 
any responsibility, who are dealing with 
this question on grounds of public in- 
terest and not on grounds of personal 
feeling, to consider what they are doing, 


contracts | 
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what they will bring on themselves. If 
they commit themselves to this principle 
they cannot complain hereafter if their 
private affairs and those of their relations 
are examined in order to see whether 
they have any interest, however small, in 
contracts. What is the case with regard 
to these companies in which my relations 
are interested! My relations are all 


men of business. ‘They are all men 
who have to make their own fortunes 
or obtain their own © subsistence. 


i come of a family which boasts nothing 


of distinguished birth, or of inherited 
wealth ; but who have a record—an un- 
broken record cf nearly two centuries— 
of unstained commercial integrity and 
honour. It may be weakness, but [ admit 
that an attack upon that affects me more 
than any other attack that could be made. 
Sir, my relations, as I say, have this 
character where they live. They are 
largely engaged in business on their own 
account. ‘hey are sought for as directors 
and as the chairmen of companies because 
they are known not to be, to use a pro- 
verbial expression, “ guinea-pigs ”; never 
to go into a company without having a 
large proportionate interest of their own, 
and without giving the best of their time 
and labour to the work of the company. 
Really, Sir, I do not whether I ought to 
reply ; and yet, when the honourof anabsent 
man is in question, it hardly seems fair 
to let these abominable insinuations pass. 
[t is insinuated that my brother, who has 
a very high reputation for business capa- 
city, raised the shares of a company, to 
the chairmanship of which he was invited, 
by some statement intended to convey to 
the shareholders that he had an influence, 
an improper influence —for it would have 
heen improper if he had had it—which 


he would exercise on their behalf. The 
statement is absoiutely false. Nothing 


of the kind was said; nothing of the 
kind was believed by any person present. 
The shares of that company, which was 
ina bad way, went up, in spite of the 
depressing account of the circumstances 
of the company by my brother, because 
people believed, whether rightiy or 
wrongly, that when a man of my brother’s 
capacity took the reins matters would 
improve. And they have improved. But 
not for the reasons which were given to 
this reasons purely imaginary, 
imputations of motives all imaginary, 
suggestions all dictated by a malice 
which really seems to me phenomenal. 


Third Day. 
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About the companies in which my rela- 
tions are engaged, I leave them to defend 
themselves in the law courts from the 
special slanders directed against their 
name ; and I say, with regard to them, 
that I cannot prevent, whatever 
anyone else may do, my relations from 
investing in anything they please. They 
never consult me ; [ cannot control them ; 
I should not have the slightest influence 
upon them if I interfered ; and I cannot 


prevent them from taking Government | 
contracts, if they can get them in the | 


ordinary course of their business. But 
this I can and do say, and I think it is all 
that the House, in its fairness, will ask of 


any Minister—that whether as a private , 


Member or as a Minister, never have [ 
been asked to interfere, nor ever have I 
interfered, never have I been asked to 
use my influence, nor have I ever used it, 
in order to secure any pecuniary gain for 
myself or for my relatives in any im- 
proper way whatsoever. 
** Why do you make that qualification ?” 
Because it might be said that I sought 
office for myself, and that that was a 
pecuniary gain. I am obliged to be care- 
ful, because comment upon my language 
has become so severe. I mean, what I 
think the House understands, that I have 
never assisted anyone who has any 
connection, either as friend or relative, to 
obtain a contract or to gain any kind of 
advantage. Now, as to two cases——for 
there are only two cases —in which I am 
admittedly interested. I am a_ share- 
holder in two companies—the Colombo 
Commercial Company and the Birming- 
ham Trust Company. Sir, I used to 
think that the extreme of virtue to which 
the Opposition desired to bring us was 
that rule which they themselves adopted, 
and by which they precluded any mem- 
bers of their Government- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, 
Cabinet. 


“4 Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, I 
thought it was their Government—or 
their Cabinet, then—from holding any 
private directorship. Well, I think it is 
a great mistake to make any rule of that 
kind, as the circumstances under which 
directorships are held are so different 
that you might prevent the country from 
having the advantage of the services of 
the most desirable men by making a 
general rule. Of course I can see, how- 
ever, that there are arguments with 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


their 
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regard to many directorships which 
would lead to such a result with any 
practical, right-thinking man. But if that 
were all that were asked for, I, at any 
rate, am free from reproach. Almost im- 
mediately after lentered Parliament, I gave 
up my directorships, and | have never 
accepted the many offers of directorships 
which have been made to me since. Not 
at all because I think that there was any 
necessity for such a self-denying ordi- 
nance, but because I have preferred to 
have my time entirely at my own dis. 
posal, to be able to give it without reserve 
to my public work. But this Amend- 
ment goes a great deal further than the 
late Government. Are right hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite prepared to accept it and 
say that in future, if they are called upon 
to form a Government, they will not 
allow any of their colleagues or their 
relations to hold shares? I am content 
to take it merely that they will them. 
selves hold no shares which can possibly 
bring them into conflict with the work of 
the Government. Even in that respect 

if this resolution is aimed at me, as | 
believe it to be—it does not touch me. 
Under the circumstances in which I stand 
I should not have to make any such 
declaration as is suggested in the Amend- 
ment before the House. Why, Si, I 


| admit that [am almost ashamed to have to 


talk about matters which most people 
like to keep private ; but | am hound to 
do it, and I hope that the House will 
bear with me. When I went into public 
life I gave up private business altogether. 
I withdrew my capital, such as it was. 
I had to invest it somehow, but I have 
endeavoured in the whole course of my 
public life to be in the position in which 
Cesar’s wife should have been—to give 
no cause even of suspicion to the most 
malicious of my opponents. I have done 
what I could, I defy anyone to do more, 


‘to keep out of investments thet seemed 


likely to bring me into relationship with 
the Government or public works. — I will 
take one case. I was a considerable share- 
holder in the Small Arms Company and in 
another company, Kynochs. Now, what 
did Ido? [sold out of both companies, and 
[ sold out of them at a loss; not that I 
held or hold that there was any moral 
obligation on me to do so, or that any- 
one should follow my example—not at 
all—but because, knowing the kind of 
criticism to which I have been so fre- 
quently subjected during my public life, 
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[ thought it desirable in the work which 


{10 December 1900} 


I had to do that I should not be hampered | 


in the discharge of that work by having 
to reply to charges such as these. That 
was my reason. [am merely now stating 
the facts, and I can assure the House that 
J am not taking any credit for what I did. 
But what has been the result of my 
action? The result I will give to the 
House in a very few words. The result 
was that, when some charges of the kind 
[ refer to were brought against me in the 
last session of the last Parliament, [ was 
able to say that I had no interest, direct or 
indirect, in the supplies of ammunition or 
of warlike stores to the Government. Sir, 
that is perfectly true, so true at any rate 
that no possible exception can be taken 
to it when I repeat it. But, of course, 
when I spoke of “indirect interest ” I did 
not mean the interest of my relations. 
Because, and itis part of my statement, 
my brother, as is well known, is chair- 
man of Kynochs. That is a great com- 
pany, carrying on a_ great business, 
employing thousands of hands, and doing, 
as I have said, an enormous trade, and 
the fact that my brother was chairman 
was one that could not be hid under a 
bushel. But by “direct or indirect” I 
mean direct or indirect pecuniary interest. 
I have troubled the House with this state- 
ment because the accusation has been 
made, and it has been repeated to-day, 
that I was in connection with the two 
public companies to which I have 
referred. Sir, these statements as to my 
connection with the companies and as to 
my interest in them are untrue. Now | 
come to another matter, which has 
reference to another company—the 
Colombo Commercial Company. I think 
somewhere about thirty years ago | 
obtained ai interest in some tea and 
coffee concerns in Ceylon. I have long 
since ceased to have that interest. 
companies advised their 


Both 
shareholders | 


that it would be in their interest that ! 


another company should be formed in 
order to act as commission agents for 


them, to pack their goods, deal with | 
matters of exchange, and things of that | 


recommendations | 
formation 
twenty-three years ago. As it happens, 
the company has never had a quotation 
on the Stock Exchange, and accordingly 


these 


kind. On 


it | wanted to get rid of my shares I had | 


no means of doing it, but I did not want 
to vet rid of them. 
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So far as I know, and as the report shows, 
the business of commission agents has 
been conducted by themever since. I know 
nothing whatever of any change in the 
business of the company—nothing what- 
ever-—which, as I have said, 1 joined 
twenty-three years ago. When I saw 
this statement in the papers I telegraphed 
to Colombo, and I find that in an 
emergency, having to provide for Boer 
prisoners, without communicating with 
the Colonial Office, the authorities in 
Ceylon on their own responsibility gave 
an order to this company as well as to 
others to build a certain number of huts 
for the use of the Boer prisoners. As far 
as I understand about the business, the 
contract: was not a large one. I can only 
speak from my understanding of the 
telegram which was sent tome. I imagine 
that this contract amounts to about 
£5,000. Now no accusation is, we are 
told, made against the Colonial Secretary, 
yet twice in this House already, and last 
by the hon. and learned Member, who is 
the very last person from whom I should 
expect such a blow, it has actually been 
suggested that the Colonial Minister sent 
the Boer prisoners to Ceylon in order 
that the company in which he was 
interested might reap a profit. 


Mr. ROBSON: I hope I may be 
allowed to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman. It is quite a mistake. I 


made no reference whatever to the Boer 
prisoners. The right hon. Gentleman is 
evidently confusing the remarks of some 
other speaker with mine. I certainly 
made no allusion whatever to the sending 
of Boer prisoners to Ceylon. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : L acespt that 
statement of the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber with the greatest pleasure ; I accept 
the repudiation; but there are others, 
perhaps not himself, who have made that 
insinuation against me. Now I ask the 
House to consider this case. Here am [ 
solemnly arraigned before the High Court 
of Parliament and before the whole nation 
because twenty-three years ago I[ invested 
in a company of my interest in which I 
have been unable since to divest myself, 
even if I had wished to do so. If I 
wanted, on principle, to protect myself, 
to choose a company which would 
not implicate me, or which would have 
no part whatever in any Government 
contract, I think I could not fairly have 


I mean to keep them. | chosen a better company than this in 


Third Day. 
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Ceylon. And it is on this flimsy founda- 
tion that these insinuations are based. 
Sir, then there is a company called 


the Birmingham Trust Company. It 
is one of the many companies of 
that description which exist in all our 
large towns. It is formed to invest money 
chiefiy in local concerns and securities 
generally. People like myself who have 
no time whatever to deal with their own 
private affairs find such a company a 
convenient means of investment. The 
chairman of the company is a_ highly 
respected Birmingham Alderman, who has 
a reputation for shrewdness and business 
capacity, in whom great confidence is felt. 
| was very glad to entrust a smai] sum to 
his care in the hope that he might invest 
it for me ; but it never entered into my 
head that under any conceivable cireum- 
stances that could bring me any responsi- 
bility for the investments which that 
company might make without my know- 
Part of the business of this com- 
should not disclose 
its investments, for to disclose its 
affairs would destroy the chances of 
profits. These trust companies are truly 
trust companies, because those who put 
their money into them have to trust the 
directors. 1 knew absolutely nothing as to 
the nature of a single investment that this 
company had made until I was told that 
they held an investment in “Tubes.” If 
[ had known that, [ should have thought 
nothing about it. All I know about 
Tubes is that it was one of the cota- 
panies established during the cycle boom 
to make tubes and cycles, and that it had 
come to great disaster. Well, since these 
imputations have been put about I have 
made inquiries. I am _ told that the 
Birmingham Trust Company _ has 


ledge. 
pany is that it 


£400,000 invested, and that the value 
of its investments a short time 
ago in Tubes was £1,500. It 
was put higher to-night. I do not 


know where the information comes from, 
but that is the information which I have 
received, and the explanation of the 
difference may be that, as in other cases 
that were quoted to-night, the nominal 
value of the shares may have been taken 
instead of their actual value. As an hon. 
friend of mine pointed out, these shares, 
which are nominally £1 shares, were some 
time ago quoted on the Birmingham 
Stock Exchange at 2s.! Now, will the 
House please follow this out? I hold, 
roughly, I do not know exactly, one- 


Mr, J. Chamberlain. 
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twenty-fifth part of the capital of the 
Birmingham Trust Company. It is a 
very small cap:tal—£120,000 or some- 
thing like that. Therefore my invest- 
ment in Tubes is £60! Then let us 
follow it a little further. Tubes, we 
are told, is a company which depends ab- 
solutely upon the Admiralty—a company 
the whole of whose business is done 
with the Admiralty. I am afraid to say 
what, but only a very small, percentage 
of its business is done with the Admiralty. 
“'Tubes ” still make, I believe, cycle tubes, 
but when the boom ceased it had to find 
some other way of getting rid of its 
manufactures, and it does make boiler 
tubes. But a large proportion of its 
trade is with private contractors and not 
with the Government, and since my 
brother has taken over the business the 
direct business with the Admiralty has 
very considerably decreased. So that 
if, as was kindly suggested, my brothe 
indicated to his shareholders that they 
might rely on his influence with the 
Government to get good orders, to 
raise Tubes to a position of pros 
perity, it appears that he has not 
varried out his beneficent intention, but 
that, on the contrary, he is so little satis 
fied with the transactions with — th 
Government that he prefers to deal with 
private individuals. Again, let me ask 
the House, is it not hard to deal with 
such rubbish as this? Here, without my 
knowledge, involuntarily, by a casual 
accident which I could not possibly fore 
see, it appears that I, in investing in a 
neutral company, become interested to 
the extent of £60 in a company which 
does perhaps 5 per cent.—-I do not know 
what it is, but let us say 5 per cent.- 

of its business with a Government De- 
partment. Work it out arithmetically, 
and it will be found that my interest in 
Government contracts in this matter is 
confined toa few pounds or a few shil- 
lings. And for that the House of Com 

mous is called upon to pass a solemn 
resolution, which will noc strike me, but 
which will be a self-denying ordinance 
for many members who do not, however, 
anticipate that result. It would not strike 
me. If it had been in operation, how could 
I have “declared” that, holding shares 
in the Colombo Commercial Company, a 
company which acted as commission agent 
for tea companies—how could I possibly 
have known that that company would 
have competed for contracts, or would 
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given a contract by a 
Government which acts for itself, 
and over which I _ have no con- 
trol? How could I have “declared” 
the Birmingham Trust Company, about 
whose investments I knew nothing and 
could know nothing? No, Sir, I think 
that my opponents in this matter have 
gone altogether beyond what was neces- 
sary in the endeavour to injure me, and 
they have proceeded in a way which is 
calculated to lower the character of the 
House of Commons. I have said, I think, 
all that I consider necessary. If the 
object of those who entered into this con- 
spiracy was to give pain, | must admit 
that they have succeeded. They have 
given pain to a great number of people, 
private individuals, who are not poli- 
ticians, who are not public men, who 
have seen their private affairs, with 
comments of the most malicious character, 
dragged into the fierce light of public 
criticism, for no crime except that they 
happen to be related to the Colonial 
Secretary. They have not injured me. 
They have not injured my cause. I have 
never received so many kindly letters and 
assurances of support and sympathy as | 
have done during the last few weeks. 
But they have introduced into our public 
life methods of controversy which are 
unworthy, and have made it more difficult 
for honourable, sensitive men to serve the 
State. 


have been 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


am reluctant to trespass further upon the | 


time of the House with personal matters, 
following closely upon a relative of my 
own. But I have been joined in these 
attacks, my name has been frequently 
mentioned in the course of the debate, 
and I think it is due to the House that I 
should make a statement--I hope a very 
brief statement—of my position as far as 
I am concerned in these matters. I have 
been attacked in two capacities. I am 
attacked because I hold shares in a com- 
pany called Hoskins and Sons (Limited), 
and because I hold shares in other com- 
panies, not on my own account, but as a 
trustee for others. I may say, as regards 


ul the other companies with which my 
name has been connected, that I have no 
personal interest of my own in them, and 
the shares which stand in my name are 
not my shares, but shares which I hold 
with other people as a trustee, and I 
hardly think that the House will expect 
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me to say much more about them. I do 
not think they will wish to lay it down 

although the hon. Member for the Car- 
narvon Boroughs put both classes of 
shareholders on the same basis, and sub- 
mitted to the House that it was as incom- 
patible with the duty of a Minister of 
the Crown to hold shares as a trustee for 
others in one of these companies as to. 
hold shares for himself—that a man is to 
he incapacitated from discharging the 
duties which he has promised to undertake 
as trustee because the major portion of 
his time is given up to the public service. 
I now come to the Hoskins Company. 
The charge in regard to that company is 
twofold. I have been attacked for hold- 
ing shares in that company at all, and, 
not content with that, the mover and 
seconder of this Amendment proceeded to 
allege that on the formation of that 
company I had deliberately taken steps to 
evade the law on the subject of the 
interest of Members of Parliament in 
public companies doing business with the 
Government—that | had departed from 
the ordinary practice in the promotion of 
companies with the deliberate intention 
of being able to trade with the Govern- 
ment. In stating that charge against me 
it was said by the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon that it was the almost universal 
practice to have seven people named in 
the formation of a company, and that for 
the purpose of evasion | had used ten 
names in connection with Hoskins Com- 
I might content myself with 
replying that | had nothing whatever to 
do with the formation of the company. 
But 1 go further, and, having inquired 
into the matter, 1 am informed that what 
the hon. Member stated as facts—as he 
stated every insinuation, every allegation, 
and every invention in the course of his 
speech was a fact—are not facts at all. I 
am told that the company was formed 
with seven shareholders—the vendor of 
the company, the manager of tne 
managing 
director of the company, and _ five 
clerks in the office of the solicitor who 
dealt with the legal matters connected with 
the formation of the company, these clerks 
being put in, as [ believe is usual in such 
cases, tor the convenience of dealing with 
documents which have to be signed and 
holding the necessary meetings which are 
preliminary to the formation of the com- 
pany. Therefore the company was formed 
in the ordinary way with the number of 


Third Day. 














449 Address in Answer to 


seven, and the other shareholders came in 
later. That is my answer to the insinua- 
tion that [went out of my way to defeat the 
law, or to evade the intentions of Parlia- 
ment. Now, about my holding shares in 
the company. I held these shares whilst 
IT was at the Admiralty. A very small 
portion of the company’s business was 
done with the Board of Admiralty, and it 
was no part of my duty asa member of 
the Admiralty Board to deal with this 
class of contracts. I never knew when 
tenders were invited. [ never knew 
what firms were invited to tender. | 
never saw the tenders, and never knew 
when the contracts were given out, or to 
whom they were given out. Did the 
Leader of the Opposition make an obser- 
vation 4 


Sin H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I did not speak 
openly. But what I said was that prob- 
ably, being a Civil Lord, you had nothing 
to do with them. It was not in your 
Department. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
‘That is perfectly right. Being a Civil 
Lord, I had nothing whatever to do with 
these contracts. In the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman, it was not in my 
Department. I wish he had pointed out 
that fact to the hon. Members behind 
him who have made these accusations. 
These are the facts, as far as I am con- 
cerned. J have only one word more to 
say. The hon. Gentleman who moved 


this Amendment accused me—I am deal- 


ing with what concerns myself—of having 
set a bad precedent. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said—he made no charge—he 
only said that we had committed a 
deliberate breach of a rule essential to the 
purity of the Civil Service. What does 
he mean by that? What is the rule, 
hitherto maintained, which I have 
broken? I held a directorship while I 
was at the Admiralty. I have not been 
accused on that account to-night. 
the hon. Gentleman mean that there was 
a rule against directorships ? 
or ought to know—although it appears 
to be forgotten—that the late Govern- 
ment never laid down a rule that its 


members should not hold directorships, ‘| 


and I myself sat, until I joined this 
Government, on the board of a company 
with a member of the Front Bench oppo- 
site. I make no charge against him. 
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opposite, before they accuse us of having 
broken down that high standard of public 
honour which they say they set, should 
know what their own standard really 
was. Do they mean that it was a de- 
liberate breach of this essential rule that 
I should hold shares in a company which 
did business with the Admiralty as [| 
myself was a member of the Board? 
If they mean that, this rule, which has 
not existed in the past, if it had 
existed would have excluded from Boards 
of Admiralty chosen from their own 
side of the House some of the most dis- 
tinguished and most honoured naval 
administrators. I have made no new 
departure in the action which I have 
taken ; I have set no precedent ; I have 
trodden on ground where the footsteps 
of my predecessors were before me ; and, 
as I bring no charge against them, and 
hold that no charge can be brought, so I 
feel that I have nothing to be ashamed of, 
and that nothing that I have done has 
brought discredit upon the position which 
I have had the honour to hold in this 
House or in the Government. 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
I have listened with close attention to 
this debate. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary said at the outset 
of his speech that it was with deep 
repugnance he entered upon the con- 
sideration of this matter, but I can assure 
him that it is at least with as deep a 
feeling of repugnance that I feel it my 
duty to take a part in this debate. | 
accept unreservedly—I have never had 
any doubt about it—the assurance of the 
absolute purity of motive which has 
actuated both the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Financial Secretary to the Trea- 
sury. I have known but little of this 
discussion. I never referred to contracts 
during the elections, nor were they dis- 
cussed in my constituency. Neither did 
[ ever make any charge against the 
Colonial Secretary, for whose ability, in 
many respects, I have high admiration. 
3ut when I listened to all that he said, 
and to all the hon. Member who has just 
spoken has said, I remain with the feeling 
that there is something yet which remains 
unsatisfactory. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that the motion of my hon. 
friend was not fair fighting. He 


‘also. said that he was not a_ thief 


nor a scoundrel, and he spoke of 


But I say that at least hon. Members| personal attacks and investigations at 
{ 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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Somerset House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man seems to me to misapprehend alto- 


gether the position cf the attack—if he | word most implicitly- 
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but yet Ministers are under special obliga- 
tions. I am rerfectly certain—I accept his 
-that the right hon. 


likes to call it so—made on him by hun- r Gentleman has neither the time nor the 


dreds and thousands of reasonable people 
in various parts of the country who have 
no dislike to him. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman seems to think that this matter 
can be disposed of by being reduced to a 
personal attack. I would reply in the 
language of the Spectator, which the other 


day ina leading article on this very topic | 


said— 

“But, in spite of these high qualities, he 
would be very much better for a little more 
discretion and more prudence, and a little more 


ability to see that the world cannot be run on | 


the dilemma: ‘ Either I am trusiworthy or | 
am not. If am worthy of trust, then it is 
shameful and malignant not to trust me all in 
all.” He forgets that we must think of other 
people besides himself, and of other genera- 
tions besides the present.”’ 


As far as J am concerned, my case is 
just the case which has been put by the 
Spectator newspaper. I feel that these 


things produce a sense of unrest and un- | 


easiness in the public mind. Remember 
Government. He regards the Govern- 
ment asa national institution of which he 
is proud, and he looks upon it in the same 
light as he looks upon the judges of the 
land. Let us remember the case of other 
people besides those holding high office in 
the Government. If any judge of the 
land were to give judgment in a case in 
which he was interested to the extent to 
which the right hon. Gentleman is inte- 
rested in these matters, his judgment, not 
from any implication of personal motive, 
but on high grounds of public policy, 
would be void. That has occurred over 
and over again. Take the case of civil 
servants. 
more the rule which the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself laid with regard to civil 
servants and which was as follows- 

* No officer shall be allowed to engage in 


commercial pursuits or purchase shares in any | 


local land company, nor shall any officer make 
or continue an investment which may interest 
him privately in any private or public under- 
taking with which his public duty is connected. 
All officers shall coufidentially consult the 
Government as regards the investment which 
may be reasonably open to doubt.” 


That may be an extremely difficult thing, | 


as the right hon. Gentleman has said, for 
any Minister to carry out. I know how 


difficult it is to find investments, andI| *Mr, HALDANE: 


know how careful Ministers have to be, 
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I am reluctant to quote once | 


inclination to give attention to these 
matters. I recollect the debate which 
took place in this House on the holding 
of directorships, and I remember a 
plain speech delivered by an hon. Member 
on the Government side, the Member for 
the Whitby Division, an hon. Member 
of large business experience, in which he 
told the Government that the difficulty 
about these things was not what Mini- 
sters did, not the purity of their motive, 
but the misconstruction to which their 
action gave rise in the public mind. I, 
for one, feel that it is desirable in the 
highest degree that there should be no 


| misconception. How does the matter 
| stand ? 
| any sinister 


I do not for a moment attribute 
motive to the right hon. 
Gentleman or to anyone connected with 
him. But these are bad things to 
happen. I think the Government in the 
beginning of its career in 1895 had not 


j /been careful to maintain the high 
how the man in the street looks upon the | 


standard to which we are accustomed, 


|and I trust the time will come when this 


House will go back on the standard 
which was laid down long ago. [An 
Hon. Member: What standard | !] First 
of all the standard I have referred to in the 
case of judges and civil servants, and now 

I refer to the spirit of the Act of Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Why do you not refer to the standard set 
by the previous Government ? 

*Mr. HALDANE: The standard of 
the previous Government was a very 
different standard from that of this 
Government. I know a case in which a 
Minister on accepting office sold out in- 
vestments at great sacritice, which were 
as nothing in connection with his posi- 


'tion in the Government, compared with 


those which have been spoken of to- 
night. 

Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 
tions you want to sell out. 


*Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 


It is rela- 


' Gentleman is giving the go-by to the real 


point. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, it is 
you. 
I am replying to the 
ease put by the right hon. Gentleman, 
ft Lhird Day. 
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and I am pointing out that these high 
standards were insisted on and _ acted 
up to. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, they 
were not. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Not 
in all cases. 

‘Mr. HALDANE: I suppose the right 
hon. Gentleman knows exactly the course 
adopted by all the members of the late 
Cabinet. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: By some of 
them. 

*Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 
Gentleman admits that some members of 
the late Cabinet set a high example. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, I do 
uot. I believe they all set a high 
standard, but what I say is that some of 
them—as to the others I know nothing- 
were in the same position that the hon. 
and learned Gentleman is now stig- 
matising. 

*Mr. HALDANE: [+m in this different 
position from the right hon. Gentleman : 
that I know one case where a Minister sold 
out investments far exceeding in value 
anything we are discussing to-night. What 
we have got to consider is the spirit of 
the rule which Parliament has laid down. 
It was in the last century that the Act 
regulating these things was passed, and 
it declared that no person occupying a 
public position should have an interest in 
Government contracts, and the exception 
to that was the case of incorporated 
companies. In those days incorporated 
companies were comparatively — rare 
things. The companies such as we know 
to-day had not come into existence, and 
when we consider that incorporated 
companies in those days were rare, and 
when we consider what the principle of 
the Act was, the rule is clearly laid down 
that it is undesirable that persons in 
public positions should be materially con- 
cerned in transactions with the Govern- 
ment. We are today face to face with 
things that have caused unrest and un- 
easiness in the ccuntry, and, further, I 
say we have not got to the end of them. 
It is all very well for the right hon. 
Gentleman, but if these things are 
allowed to go further, and if the example 
he sets is followed by others, we shall 
open a floodgate which we will never be 
able to close. The right hon. 
Gentleman asks, what is the charge 


Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 





the Queen’s Speech. 454 

which we bring and what is the 
‘criticism we make? I say the 
criticism we make is that these things 
produce unrest and uneasiness in the 
public mind, and that they afford a had 
example. [An Hon. MEMBER: What 
things ?] The things are the holding of 
shares, or being indirectly interested in 
the shares of companies which contract 
with the Government. Take the case of 
Hoskins. The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury says that he is a considerable 
shareholder in Hoskins; so are other 
‘members of his family. I say that these 
things show a want of attention. What 
is the real interest of the public in the 
matter? It is that the Ministry should, 
by their conduct, be free from all mis- 
conception or suspicion in the public 
mind. I accept implicitly the assurance 
of the right hon. Gentleman that no 
motive of a sinister kind entered his 
mind. But I feel certain—and those who 
think as Ido will agree—that I would 
be wanting in a sense of duty if I did not 
in this House have the courage to put the 
facts in the course of this debate. 


Mr. McKENNA: May I correct the 
right hon. Gentleman on two matters of 
fact, before I proceed to say what I have 
got to say onthe Amendment. One is 
that Tubes, Limited, was chiefly con- 
cerned with private contracts, and not 
with making water tubes for the Aa- 
miralty. The fact is that the business of 
the company is practically confined to 
making weldless tubes required for water 
tube boilers by the British Admiralty. 
That was stated by Mr. Arthur Cham- 
berlain, the chairman of the company, in 
December, 1899. The second correction 
which I have to make is with reference to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement, in 
an interruption to my hon. friend, as re- 
gards Kynochs’ advertising the fact of 
their connection with the Colonial Secre- 
tary. I hold a copy of the letter of in- 
troduction used by travellers acting for 
Kynochs, which states— 

“ You will be interested to know that the 
chairman of the company is Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain, brother of the present Colonial 
Secretary.” 

I quite agree that that has not very 
much to do with the matter, but [ only 
desire to correct two matters of fact 
which have erroneously been put before 
the House by the Colonial Secretary. 
The point which the right hon. Gentle- 
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men the Colonial Secretary and the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury have per- 
sistently evaded is the effect on the official 
mind of any known or partially known 
connection between members of the 
Government and firms contracting with 
public departments. I should like to in- 
form the House as to what the official 
mind is concerning companies in which 
Members of Parliament or members of 
the Government may be connected. In the 
course of the inquiry before the War Office 
Contracts Committee one of the subjects we 
had to discuss was a certain contract held 
by an hon. Member of this House acting 
on behalf of a shipping company. — It 
appears that this shipping company had for 
the first time taken from the War Office a 
contract for hay, and I think for coal. 
However, the hay contract is the one to 
which I am about to refer. This shipping 
company had never before had any other 
contract for dealing with hay, and its 
sole connection with hay was in supplying 
it to the War Office. The Director of 
Army Contracts was questioned as to 
how he gave a contract for hay to a 
shipping company, and the reply of Mr. 
Major was that in view of Mr. Hous- 
ton’s position in the country, and he being 
a Member of the House of Commons, 
they had a very strong guarantee 
in these circumstances that — they 
would get only first-class quality hay. I 
quite agree. I believe that any hon. 
Member connected with the Government 
would do his work quite as well as any 
contractor outside the House, but the 
point to remember is that officials are 
inclined to give preference to companies 
which have behind them the support of 
Members of this House, and if officials are 
inclined to that view @ fortior’ it would 
he strengthened when a company has the 
support of a member of the Government. 
[ would wish for one moment that this 
subject were treated as if there were no 
question of the Colonial Seeretary being 
concerned. [wish the House would look 


at what happened before the War Office | 


Contracts Committee, and draw with me 
the moral which we must draw from 
that inquiry. What did we find on that 
Committee ? We found that a particular 
firm had received a larger share of the 
orders for cordite than any other firm ; 
the officials were examined as to why 
they had shown this preference to 
Kynoch and Co. It was not a small 
matter. The House must remember that 
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‘the cordite contract given to Kynoch 


and Co. averaged £100,000 a year for 
five and a half years, and when we look 
at the prices charged by them and com- 
pare them with the prices charged by other 
firms, it will be seen that the profits could 
not have been less than many thousands 
a year on those contracts. The question 
arises, why did the officials select Kynoch 
and Co, for this preferential treatment ? 
The Committee in the end found, and I 
think very properly found, that in all the 
officials had done they had only been 
actuated by good motives in the public 
interest. There was not a shadow of a 
suggestion cast on the officials, and, there- 
fore, we also exonerated those who served 
this company from any suggestion of 
corrupting the officials. There was no 
suggestion. But what were the facts ? 
The ofticial witnesses gave their explana- 
tion of this preference. They stated as 
reasons, the superiority of Kynochs’ de- 
liveries, and that they were a capable and 
efficient firm. They gave every con- 
ceivable ground for the superiority of 
Kynochs as against other firms. I believe 
the officials gave that evidence absolutely 
honestly, and that they believed it to be 
true. But what were the facts disclosed 
in subsequent cross-examination {It was 
shown that the officials were wrong on 
every point: that Kynochs had not been 
quicker, but had been slower in their 
delivery, and that they had a greater pro- 
portion of rejections. How are we to 
reconcile the official statements with the 
facts ultimately proved, and how are we 
to believe in the incorruptibility of the 
ofticials in the face of the difficulty of re- 
conciling their explanation with the facts ! 
The fact is that when officials have to deal 
with companies which have the guarantec 
of great names behind them their judg- 
ment and independence are paralysed. | 
know one example in which J can assure 
the House the officials could not have 
taken the trouble to make the most ele- 
mentary inquiry into the facts concerning 
a particular company. I have details 
that were elicited as the truth about 
Kynochs was elicited, as the result of 
returns made by the Admiralty and the 
War Office. We have had facts disclosed 
to us which ought to have been known to 
the officials if they had taken the trouble 
to inquire. But it is idle to dispute the 
fact—it is within the knowledge of every- 


' one—that officials, like other persons, are 
| human beings, they do not exercise the same 


és 9 
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caution, and they allow their judgment to 
he paralysed when they are dealing with 
persons who are their official superiors, or 
who are intimately associated with their 
official superiors. What has been the 
connection of the Colonial Secretary with 
Kynoch and Co? His connection, as he 
has stated, is, as far as holding shares is 
concerned, nil. In the whole course of 
the inquiry before the Contracts Com- 
mittee there was no shadow of a sugges- 
tion of corruption made against the Colo- 
nial Secretary, the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury, or any other member of his 
family. That was never suggested, and 
any hon. Membercan read the evidence and 
satisfy himself on that point. What was 
his connection with Kynochs? His 
public connection was that unfortunate 
speech of his in 1895. That speech has 
been already twice referred to, but I wish 
to call the attention of the House to one 
point in connection with it, and to em- 
phasise the disastrous effect it must have 
had. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that he had a legitimate interest in the 
matter—that is in the cordite contract 

which, as representing his constituents, 
he might be expected to have. The in- 
terest of his constituents in relation to 
cordite was absolutely because 
Kynocks never manufactured one ounce 
of cordite either in Birmingham or in the 
neighbourhood of Birmingham. One 
factory was in Arklow, in Ireland, and 
the other was on the Thames. The only 
interest that Kynochs had for the con- 
stituents of the right hon. Gentleman 
was the interest of the shareholders of 
Kynochs. It was known to the officials 
of the War Office that Kynochs were not 
manufacturing any cordite in Birming- 
ham, and that the legitimate interest of 
the right hon. Gentleman was none other 
than his interest in the shareholders of 
that company. I have seen a list of 
the shareholders of that company, and 
I am well within the mark when I say 
that of all the shareholders in Birmingham 
and its neighbourhood by far the largest 
were the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own relatives. Outside Birmingham 
the shareholders were drawn from all 
over the country. The effect of that 
speech on the ofticial mind must have 
heen to ereate the impression that the 
rizht hon. Gentleman wished to see the 
company prospering. It was a most un- 
fortunate speech, and although it was 
referred to twice before the right hon. 


Mr. MeKenna. 


Nu, 
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Gentleman spoke, he did not mention 
it in his reply, and so far as that is con- 
cerned | think his reply as_ regards: 
Kynochs is altogether unsatisfactory, 
When the right hon. Gentleman sanctioned 
the Minute forbidding officials in Ceylon 
to invest in land or other companies. 
which might conflict with their public 
duties, he did not charge them with cor. 
ruption or improper conduct. It was the 
duty of the Colonial Office to see that they 
did not use their power improperly. Now 
it is the duty of the House of Commons 
to exercise very similar control over 
Ministers of the Crown, and to say that 
they must not do anything which might 
interfere with their public duties. It is 
in that spirit and that spirit alone that I 
will support the Amendment, which to 
my mind caries out fully the object we 
desire. As to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
mere verbal criticism of the Amendment, 
he can only have been induced to make it 
by the fact that he had not read the 
Amendment. All that the Amendment 
does is to declare that every member of the 
Governmentshould on taking oftice publicly 
declare to Her Majesty what investments 
he has, and if any of the investments: 
are in companies on the contractors’ list 
of any public department. As to the 
question of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
family being concerned, when it pleases 
him he understands “direct or indirect” 
not to include his relations, but when he 
criticises the wording of the Amendment, 
he understands “ indirect ” to include his 
relations. What the House is asked to 
do is to establish a principle which nobody 
will deny would be advantageous to the 
service of the country. Forgetting these 
unfortunate incidents, and the supposed 
attack on the Colonial Secretary, I hope 
the House will accept the Amendment. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
As a member of the Contracts Committee, 
and as being in a humble way responsible 
for its appointment, will the House permit 
me to briefly state my personal experience 
with reference to it, in opposition to the 
Amendment. I attended, [ think, nearly 
every meeting of the Contracts Com- 
mittee, and endeavoured, as far as my 
limited intelligence would permit, to get 
a full hold of the matter. I heard the 
evidence of Mr. Arthur Chamberlain and 
his examination and cross-examination, 
and the impression left upon my mind 


‘was that the relations between the War 
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Office and Kynoch and Co. resembled a 
contest between a swordfish and a whale. 
The officials of the War Oftice, who had 
not much business experience, were set 
against some of the sharpest business 
heads in the Midland Counties, and the 
result was undoubtedly that Kynochs got 
the lion’s share, or a very large share of 
those contracts, although they were late 
in their deliveries, sometimes turned out 
indifferent stuff, and had a larger per- 
centage of rejections than any other of 
the explosives companies. Who was to 
blame for that? Certainly not Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain. He did the best he could 
for his company, and he was perfectly 
right in doing so. Still less the Colonial 
Secretary or his family, regarding whom 
we had not a shred or a shadow of evi- 
dence to implicate them directly or indi- 
rectly in any conceivable way. You 
must look elsewhere if you want to find 
who are responsible. Ithink it is not very 
difficult. I think if we go to Pall Mall 
we will find what we are looking for 
pretty easily. rs 
experience in the matter I believe it is 


From my own personal | 


solely due to the stupidity, fatuity, and 


want of business training at the War 


Office that these contracts were made. So | 


long as the country allows the War Office 
to continue as it is, so long will contracts 
be made which will be of no use to the 
country, and which will enzble contrac- 
tors to take money out of the pockets of 
the taxpayers. 
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well understand that he showed indigna- 
tion, which I think has now carried him 
out of this Chamber altogether. [Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN re-entered the House.| | 
was saying that there was nothing in this 
Amendment which imputes to the right 
hon. Gentleman those charges which he 
naturally repelled with so much indigna- 
tion. but in supporting this Amendment 
those who act with me on this side 
of the House are merely repeating 
to-night a similar line of action to 
that they took in 1899 and again 
last session. On those two occasions we 
called attention to the large number of 
directorships held by members of the 
Government, and we proposed certain 
words for the acceptance of the House 
condemning the holding of directorships 
by members of the Cabinet. We were 
received then with exactly the same dis- 
play of indignation we have met with 
to-night. We were assured they were all 
men of high honour, and that our action 
was an imputation on their honour. We 
disowned any such intention, but we 
argued to the best of our ability that the 
holding of directorships was an Indication 
that the public officials who held them 
were subject to certain influences which 
might in some cases lead them away from 
the straight path of public duty, and that 
if they were subject to that suspicion, if 
they did not remove the appearance of 
evil by divesting themselves of their 


directorships, harm would be done to the 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for the Colonies treated this matter as if 


we were starting some mew idea, imposing | 


some new principle, and :as if this resolu- 


tion was making a mew departure alto-, 


gether in the great question—the great 


and delicate and difficult question —of the | 


proper relations that ought to subsist 
between the public duties and the private 
interests of public officials. But I think 
I shall be able to show before I sit down 
that, on the contrary, the Amendment 


} 


now before the House merely puts in a | 


more explicit and precise form that which 


has always been the ideal and conception | 
‘Government holding directorships, why 


of those relations in our public service. I 
must disown any intention whatever to 
bring thosetwild accusations against the 
Colonial Secretary which he so naturally 
repelled. If anyone was seeking to make 
out, as he said, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was.a scoundrel and a thief, I can 


| 


public interest. I remember that an 
hon. Member on that side of the House 
brought forward a notable instance of 
a great man and a very strong man, 
quite as strong a man, 1 think, as the 
Colonial Secretary himself-——-I mean 
Prince Bismarck—who not only held 
avery strong opinion as to any official 
occupying the position of director of a 
public company, but also as to his having 
any investment of his private money 
which would lead to his having an in- 
terest in any way different to that which 
the public welfare suggested. That is 
the line we took, and we were received 
with indignation. But if we were wrong 
last year in objecting to members of the 


has Lord Selborne given up his director- 
ship of the P. and O. Company? Why 
has the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade declared, with 
a little appearance of self-satisfaction, as 
if he thought—and he was right in think- 
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ing—that it was right that he has given up | brought into the matter, and especially 


all the directorships he held? If that was | 
a right thing to do why did he not do it 


last year when attention was called 1 
to it? 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | 


or TRADE (Mr. GErALp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): I did not do it last year 
because I held a different office. The 
office I hold now is specially connected 
with companies, and it was as holding 
that office that I was attacked by Lord 
Rosebery in the House of Lords. 

Str. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am only sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s action was taken on 


that his brothers should be held up as 
guilty persons because they hold interests 
in firms which contract with departments 
of the Government. The Colonial Secre- 
tary is himself largely to blame in that 


|respect, because he made that strong 
declaration in the House that he was 
“neither directly nor indirectly” con- 


cerned in any firms supplying materials 
for the public service. The word “ in- 
directly ” is obviously capable of different 
interpretations— 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The state- 
ment to which the right hon. Gentleman 


_ refers was accompanied immediately after- 


narrower grounds than I have been given | 


to understand. Now, Sir, coming down 
to this question of an interest in a con- 
tracting firm. Isthat any new doctrine ! 
There is nothing more hallowed in this 


House than the principle that no Member | 


of the House is to vote if he has become 
a contractor to any Government Depart- 
ment for the supply of anything required 
for the public service. I remember two 
applications of that rule which occur to 
me, the very insignificance of which shows 
how fastidious the House has been in 
this matter. I remember one case was 
that of Mr. Bisley, one of the most 
honoured men in Manchester, who was 
elected as Member for Manchester. After 
he was elected it was discovered by 
himself, as well as by others, to his 
great surprise, that be was interested 
and had a share in some pottery works 
which supplied some kind of article to 
the Navy. Another case was that of a 
Scotch Member who was a large land- 
owner in the island of Islay, and was 
elected for a constituency in Scotland. 
He could not take his seat because, not for 
pecuniary gain, but for the public advantage 
of Islay he had a small share in a small 
steamer which contracted with the Post 
Office to take the mails to Islay. I quote 
these cases to show how particular and 
fastidious the House of Commons and the 
law have always been in this matter, 
When it became known at the War Office 
that the right hon. Gentleman, either 
through himself or 
was so widely connected with such a large 
number of firms, all coming under the 
category of trading firms, I think it was 


i the 


wards with an admission that my brother 
was chairman of Kynochs, which was an 
open secret. Accordingly no one who 
heard me then could possibly have mis- 
taken “‘insirectly interested” to mean 
that none of my relatives were interested. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That precisely aecords with my view of 
it, because | do think it would be carrying 
matters to the pitch of absurdity to say 
that a man is to be responsible for the 
investments and conduct of his brother. 
3ut, where you have members of your 
own household directly benefiting, | think 
vase may reasonably be brought under 
the word “indirectly.” The right hon. 
Gentleman was somewhat inconsistent in 
two parts of his speech, because he claimed 
that application of the word “ indirectly ” 


| when he was criticising our Amendment, 
but repudiated it when he was speaking 


of his own statement. The object of the 
Amendment, and what the object. of all 


'right-minded men who have the public 


through his family, | 


very natural that great attention should | 


be attached to it. The right hon. Gentle- | 


man complains of his relatives being | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


interest in view ought to be, could not be 

better expressed than it is by a passage 
in the Economist of Saturday last. It is 
' there said— 

“If a Minister happens to be connected 
directly or indirectly with any company whose 
dividends arise mainly or largely from Govern- 
ment contracts which he can in any way 
influence, the country expects him to sever his 
eonnection with sue h companies before taking 
office.” 

That isa very exact and correct state- 
ment. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
not affect either of us. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then the right hon. Gentleman has at 
least the satisfaction of knowing that he 
has been the occasion of this question 


That does 
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being raised. 


{10 DECEMBER 1900} 


If he can make out with | House—and I think we may be left to 


greater clearness than he has yet been | 
| dangers we see in this matter ought to be 
| strictly avoided in future. 


able to do that he is neither directly nor 
indirectly concerned in any company 
whose dividend mainly or largely arises 


from Government contracts, I congratu- | 
| prised that the right hon. Gentleman has 


late him. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I said so. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


But the country expects any man in this | 


position to sever his connection with 
those companies. The Amendment, 
however, is not that he should sever his 
connection, but that he should declare 
his interest on taking office. That con- 
tains clearly the gist of what it is sought 
to enforce, and I think that the excite- 


‘that this debate, so far as 


ment that has existed in the public mind | 


at the discovery that certain 
engaged in the public offices are so closely 
connected with supplying firms shows how 
deeply the country feels on this matter, 
and how necessary it is for us to'maintain 
the old rules of perfect impartiality and 
freedom from suspicion. I will not say 
from corruption, but from the undue 
influence that might arise. Why, 
right hon. Gentleman himself was indig- 
nant against strong rules of this sort 
being applied in cases where the holding 
was small or that some other qualifying 
fact existed, but what did he say to Sir 
Hercules Robinson ? 
fact that he had once held shares was a 
disqualification for office in a region of the 
world where connection with a company 
might affect his impartiality. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I believe 
the right hon. Gentleman is misrepresent- 
ing what I said. I have not referred to 
the matter since it occurred, but my 
belief is that my reference to Sir Hercules 
Robinson related solely to his chairman- 
ship of one great public company and to his 
directorship of another. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I looked at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
words not long ago, and I think I have 
not inaccurately represented him. The 
right hon. Gentleman has had an oppor- 
tunity of explaining his connection with 
all these companies. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : With two. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I give him the benefit of that. He has 


had the opportunity of meeting those 
who have made violent attacks upon him 
whom, 


none of I think, are in this 


persons | 


'side of the 
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record our strong opinion that the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sur- 
thought it judicious to minimise as far as 
in his power lay the attacks which have 
been made upon my right hon. friend. 
Why? Because my right hon. friend, 
with the sympathy, | believe, of the other 
House, with the absolute 
approval of this side of the House, and 
with the approval, I believe, of the whole 
country when they read the debate to- 
morrow, will have conclusively proved 
it was an 
attack upon himself, is an attack with- 


out the shadow of a foundation, 
animated by motives on which 
it is not now necessary to dwell. 


| How vain is the attempt of the right hon. 


the | 


| tries! 


Gentleman to persuade us at this time of 
day—or night—that he and his friends 
are fighting for somé abstract principle of 
purity which shall henceforth regulate the 
conduct of Governments and of Minis- 
I suppose it was in support of this 
abstract doctrine that for months past 
there have been paid gentlemen searching 


' the records of Somerset House, searching 


He held that the | 


out all the private investments of my 
right hon. friend and of my hon. friend 
near me (Mr. Austen Chamberlain), and 


| of all their relations—their uncles, sisters, 


| cousins, and aunts. 


It was in the interest, 
I suppose, of this abstract principle of 
purity that the constituencies have been 
flooded with literature, whose malignity 
was only equalled by the ingenuity with 
which it was so contrived as to avoid 
the direct consequences of an action 
for libel. It was in the interests of this 
great cause he would have us believe that 
the hon. Gentleman has brought forward 
this motion to-night and that his em- 
battled forces have been arrayed for the 
Division. Nothing of the sort. We all 
know how flimsy is the pretext. It is 
not in the interests of purity, but it is 
an attack upon one man who has made 
his power felt through the country, and 


-whom hon. Gentlemen opposite honour 


with their special aversion. Surely 
labour might have been better bestowed 
than in these underground burrowings. 
Why, Sir, if half the trouble and ex- 
penditure had been devoted to elucidating 
in the Record Office some obscure point 
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of history, we should have had some 
result at all events. The cause of history 
would have gained. But the sole purpose to 


which these gentlemen devoted their time | 


was to get a case against one man to 
whom they object. They have failed in 
the country. Their humiliation has been 
as great to-night, when they are brought 


face to face with the man whom they | 


have so pitilessly traduced. The right 
hon. Gentleman quoted as an exponent 
of his view a sentence from the Economist, 
in which the writer lays down that no 
Minister ought to hold investments of 
which the interest is mainly or largely | 
produced by the results of Government 
contracts. That may be a very good | 
principle. It is not a principle which has | 
been traversed by my right hon. friend ; 
it is not a principle which the right hon. 
Gentleman can pretend has been traversed | 
by my right hon. friend. Two com- 
panies, and two companies only, of | 
those which have been mentioned to- 
night has he got shares in. One of 
them is the Ceylon Company, in which 
he invested twenty-three years ago. | 
Is it pretended that the dividend of that | 
company has, during these twenty-three 
years, or during the last year, been 
“mainly or largely produced by Govern- 
ment contracts”? The other company 
is a trust company. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest that the investors in 
trust companies are bound to investigate 
the circumstances, if they can discover | 
them, of the subsidiary companies in_ 
which the trust company invests ? They 
could not if they wished, considering that 
the whole object of a trust company is 
that every investor should escape the 
labour which he may not have time 
or opportunity to carry out. Is it reason- 
able to pretend that a Member of the | 
Government, or of the House, or anyone 


else is impelled to make himself | 
sponsor, not merely for the general | 


conduct of that trust company, but the 
conduct of every subsidiary company 
in which that trust money is invested ? 
There remains the case of my hon. 
friend near me. Is the company in which 
he has been charged with having impro- | 
perly invested one in which the dividends 
are “mainly or largely drawn from 
Government contracts”? He informs | 
me that the business done with the | 
Government amounts to 2 per cent. only | 
of the whole business of the company. Is | 
that a case of “ mainly or largely”? On | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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| the right hon. Gentleman’s own principles 
I think he ought to have made a fuller 
umende to my right hon. friend for the 
attacks which to-night, on many previous 
nights, through many weeks, almost 
through months, he has been made the 
‘object of. What is the pretended 
motive of all these attacks! It is 
that an English Minister should be 
above suspivion; that no suggestion 
‘should ever occur to foreigners in 
general, and to the Boer prisoners in 
particular, that a member of the Govern- 
ment can directly or indirectly be con- 
nected with a Government contract. 
What Boer prisoner in Ceylen would ever 
have heard of the investment in the 
Ceylon Company if it had not been for 


‘the strenuous, persistent, and the costly 
| efforts of the hon. Member opposite and 


his friends? To what foreign Govern- 
ment or nation would it have occurred 
that a British Minister had invested his 
money otherwise than he should have 
done, if this stream of calumny had not 
been poured upon him? These are the 
gentlemen who foul their own nests in 
the interest of domestic cleanliness. | 
confess, Sir, that it is with deep regret 
that I find the House of Commons en- 
gaged in these personalities. I say 
nothing of the Amendment which we had 
earlier in the evening directed against 
three or four members of Her Majesty's 
Government. That is a small matter 
which need not be considered. In any 
case, it does not attack personal character. 
It does not attack private character 
It was reserved for the Amendment 
which we are now discussing to give 
oceasion—in faint colours indeed, and in 
relatively doubtful and waving outline 

to repeat in this House that lurid picture 
which has been presented to half the con- 
stituences of the kingdom. I do not 
know, on the principles of the hon. Mem- 
ber, whom he regards as eligible as a 
Member of the Government. No Menm- 
ber of the house of Cecil, of course ; but, 
putting them aside, I suppose that nobody 
who has any reiations, and nobody who 
has any money himself to invest, and 
nobody who has any relations who have 
any money to invest, and nobody who 
inspires sufficient confidence to be made 
a trustee, is eligible. Wanted, a man to 
serve her Majesty, with no money, no re- 
lations, and inspiring no general con- 
fidence! J do not think, Sir, that by 
that means the great traditions of 
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the purity of English public life have 
been built up. I so dislike all this kind 
of recrimination that I refrain from 
giving, as [ could give, cases of men of 
the highest honour who have served Her 
Majesty recently-—gentlemen sitting op- 
posite--who are as open to the attack on 
this matter as is my right hon. friend. 
{Cheers, and cries of “Name.”] If [am 
challenged I will give the names now ; if 
not, I am prepared to give them in 
private to the right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. But I would rather not. [ think 
we have had enough of dragging these 
perfectly innocent particulars of private 
life into public notice ; of holding them 
up as if they were worthy of public 
reprobation. Sir, they are not 
worthy of public reprobation. Although 
every one who heard my _ right hon. 
friend must feel, as I feel, from his speech 
how great is the pain necessarily inflicted 
by this kind of attack, even upon those 
most hardened to the wounds of public 
conflict, yet I can assure him that I 
believe the general result has been to 
excite in his behalf an amount of sympa- 
thetic appreciation which, perhaps, even 
his great services would hardly have 
elicited had he net been made the sub- 
ject of these malevolent and venomous 
attacks. And, though I do not suppose 
for one moment that that will offer a 
complete compensation for all that he has 
gone through, yet it cannot be wholly 
indifferent to him that, as I believe, he 
has never stood higher in the general 
opinion of his countrymen than he does 
ait this moment. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : 
History records of the Spanish nobility 
that when they were arguing amongst 
themselves as to the antiquity of their 
patents of nobility, the Moors—[Interrup- 
tion|—I repeat it, because the younger 
scions of the aristocracy do not know his- 
tory. Mr. Speaker, history records that 
when the Spanish nobility were discuss- 
ing the antiquity of their patents of 
nobility, the Moors, their enemies, were 
breaking down towns, entering citadels, 
and subjugating the Spanish Army. 


There is a parallel to what happened to 
Spain in her decadence in the proceed- 
ings of the 

this evening. 
is at war with a 
when 
engaged in re-organising our 


3ritish House of Commons 

When this old country 
foreign enemy, 
perhaps we should have been 
Army, 
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seeing to the Navy, and raising taxes to 
meet our external foes, for eight hours 
the British House of Commons has been 
discussing what proportion of one family 
should dominate unduly the Government 
of the country ; and for the last six hours 
we have been discussing whether or not 
what is good for the Civil Service of 
the country shall or shall not be good 
for a Minister of the State. Now | 
regret that this discussion should be 
necessary. [Interruption and_ cries of 
“ Divide !”] There is one thing the 
House of Commons will do, through 
its Speaker, and that is to get order for 
a Member to speak. I regret that this 
debate should have been necessary, but 
as long as the public take a genuine in- 
terest in the honour of this House, as thev 
do—|[Interruption]|—do you deny it ?- 

such debate is necessary. What dif- 
ferentiates the British Parliament from 
any other parliaments in the opinion of 
hon. Members opposite? It is because 
it does not “Panama” as the French 
Parliament has occasionally done. — It 
does not do what ‘Tammany ” has done 
in America, and it has not yet 
been under the influence of ‘the 
chosen people,” of capitalist rings 
and other monopolists that are accus- 
tomed to reign in the representative insti- 
tutions in other parts of the world. It is 
because you think this House is superior 
to many other Parliaments that you have 
listened for eight hours to questions 
which must be discussed, and which the 
people of this country are demanding 
shall be settled ona permanentand just and 
fair basis. Such a basis demands that no 
Member shall hold shares in a firm that 
contracts for the Government. [ am not 
going to be switched off the path by the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary. I am 
not going to be diverted from my duty as 
a Member of Parliament by the speech 
of the First Lord of the Treasury, dictated 
less by an appreciation of the facts than 
by a desire for political reasons to shield 
a colleague who has not shown the dis- 
cretion in his high office which he should. 
The first Lord of the Treasury, who is 
esteemed in the humblest street of my 
own parish, in every workshop in Great 
Britain and Ireland, and in every pit, 
mine, and factory, who has endeared 
himself to the House, and to all of us 

has found it possible to serve the State 
and yet not to make ammunition. He 
has shown the world that it is 


Third Day. 
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possible for a Scottish 
and an Englishman of 


“scorn delights and live laborious days,” 


gentleman 


ments. And if that can be done by 
him and = his distinguished uncle, 
that is precedent enough for me. 


Now what does the C olonial § Secretary say 
after “ “twenty tive years of faithful ser- 
vices ”--although other 
same ! ‘Me says he is asked to defend him- 
self. I have to defend myself ev ery hour 


of the day from similar suggestions, and | 
I do not regard it as repugnant to my | 


nature, 


or hostile to my disposition. 
Why ! 


None of my _ relations are 
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| is the simple fact that a Colonial Secre- 


honour to | 
'in two companies. 
and yet have no commercial entangle- | 


tary has owned up to having shares 
One is enough, for, 


like Mercutio, we can say, “Tis not 
so deep as a well, nor so wide as a 
church door; but ‘tis enough, ‘twill 


serve.” For his son, personally, there is 


/ no one for whom I have a greater regard. 


men can say the | 


|a place in 


Government contractors, and my answer | 


is ready and to the point. Unlike the 
Colonial Secretary, I have not 
centuries of commercial integrity at 
the back of my family. I 
than that. 
charges of this kind by remaining poor, 
and I am not to be diverted from my 
duty by spuriously indignant statements 
of that sort. It is no good for Ministers 


two | 


have better | 
All my relations avoid any | 


in these days when Manchester is dis- | 


missing Mayors, when Salford is dis- 
missing councillors, and when London 


vestries are excluding men because they 
give one of their visiting 
sanitary inspector—for a 
down to this House, 
throat, and simply as an 
charges of fact talk about his integrity. 
What are the facts ?- The Colonial Secre- 


man to come 


tary says that this Amendment is only | 


a peg on which to hang a_ personal 
atcack upon himself. I do not believe 
the Colonial Secretary is justified in 
making that statement. 
suggestion that I am going to make a 
personal attack upon the Colonial Secre- 


, County Council 4 


I put aside any | 


tary. When | do that he will remember 
it. But I will come to the facts. Who 
is this high - toned, sensitive, delicate | 


organism that complains of criticism ! 
What was he engaged in doing before the 
election? He said he took no notice of 


cards to a} 


with a tear in his | 
answer to' 


I have always expressed it, and | think 
we all like him. His son owns up to 
having at least one interest in one share. 
{Laughter.} I am not used to Throg- 
morton Street, so you will pardon me if 
I use a wrong expression. I could have 
sold the honour of this House by taking 
Throgmorton Street, but | 
prefer to be a Member of Parliament and 
not a guinea-pig. But the hon. Gentle- 
man does own up to be in some company 
that contracts for the Government. It is 
enough that the public should know that 
between the right hon. the Colonial Secre- 
tary, the Financial Secretary to the Trea 
sury, and their family there is a substan- 
tial sum at stake, between £300,000 and 
£400,000. My answer to the Colonial 
Secretary is this: We only ask him to do 
what he asked the London County Coun- 
cil todo years ago, and you can judge the 
Colonial Secretary by his own utterances. 
Five years ago, in order to prevent. cor- 
ruption, the London County Council was 
driven to follow the example of Birming- 
ham, and commenced Works Depart- 
ment. But when that was done, and a 
slight irregularity occurred in which no 
member was implicated, what did the 
Colonial Secretary say to the London 
He said that the result 
of a policy of that kind was certain in 
time to lead to jobbery, and that gigantic 
works would not be removed from the per- 
sonal supervision of responsible contrac- 
tors without jobbery resulting. And he 
wound up by saying that the County 
Council was approaching to Tammany, 


/and making baseless insinuat ons of that 


these charges because he was otherwise | 


engaged. How engaged? I leave that 


to him and to the candidates against 
whom accusations of treason and dis- | 
honourable motives and acts, and so 


forth, were directed. His stilted sugges- 
tion about a conspiracy of slander en 
insinuation does not influence me, 


will not prevail with the 


3ritish public, | the best men from public 


sort. Now what was good enough for the 
County Council is good enough for Bir- 
mingham. If the Colonial Minister and 
his family put themselves in the position 
they have done they cannot escape criti- 
cism, but must expect it. [Cries of 
“Divide.”| I am not going to divide 
until I have concluded my pertinent 
observations. The Colonial Secretary 


and | says that this Amendment would exc lude 


life. What 


and will not appeal to them to-morrow | happened with his own colleague, Lord 


morning. 


Mr. John Burns. 


What will appeal to them | Lansdowne, when he became Minister of 
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War ? 
said— 

“ As Minister of War I shall be brought into 


contact with Government contracts. I am a 
big shareholder in the Elswick Works at New- 


Like the gentleman he is, he 


eastle, which have large contracts with the ; 


Government.” 


He not only resigned his position as 
director, but, to his eredit, he sold out 
every single share he had in the Elswick 
Company. That transaction did not de- 
prive the country of his services. But 
let us go a bit further. [Cries of 
“Divide.”] If the hon. Member who 
cries “ Divide” wishes to go home, the 
Serjeant-at-Arms will clear a passage for 
him at once. Lord Selborne, who is 
now the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
was a director of the P. and O. Company, 
which takes £300,000 to £400,000 in 
mail subsidies and for transport of troops 
per annum. Immediately he became 
First Lord of the Admiralty he could see 
that his interest as a shareholder and 
director would conflict with the just dis- 
charge of his duties as First Lord of the 
Admiralty, and he resigned. But, better 
than all, the new President of the Board 
of Trade on assuming office sold out all 
interest in the companies with which he 
was connected, because his office at the 


‘ Board of Trade brought him in contact 


with those companies. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
sold out no shares of a company with 
which I was connected. I resigned a 
directorship on the ground that the Board 
of Trade is directly connected with the 
company. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The right hon. 
Gentleman does not diminish the force of 
my point; it is only one of degree. He 
has resigned his directorship, and the 
very motive that induced him to do so is 
the motive which should induce the new 
Secretary to the Treasury to sell his 
shares in his company. The Colonial 
Secretary said that if the Amendment 
were adopted it would exclude men 
from public life who hold Consols. 
If he read the Standing Orders he 
would find that they do not. What 
do the Standing Orders say? An hon. 
Member is not entitled to vote on a 
question in which he has a direct pecuniary 
interest, not held in common with the rest 
of the subjects of the Crown. Consols 


can be held in common, as they are sold 
and bought in the open market, as can 
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also shares in railway, steamship, and 
other companies. And when I am told 
that this would apply to a number of 
distinguished men, my answer is that we 
need not fear, because the Colonial 
Secretary informed us with portentous 


' significance that the British Empire would. 
‘go on after he died. 


I want it to go on 
well and cleanly and honourably, and it 


/ean only go on on these lines as long as 


you prevent Ministers from dabbling in 
companies. I will show the House how 
this matter affects the public life of this 
country. The Colonial Secretary does 
not know it, but seventeen years ago | 
was a servant of his on the banks of the 
Niger. He had a_ very — substantial 
interest in the Royal Niger Company. I 
did not happen to be in the House when 
the Bill compensating the Niger Com- 
pany went through in about half an hour, 
but had I been in the House I probably 
would not havecriticised what I still think, 
and whatevery Liverpool merchant thinks, 
was the extravagant compensation given. 
But if the relations of employer and 
employee, between the right hon. Gentle- 
man and myself, had been different, then 
I would have criticised the Bill, and 
would have shown that even in that 
case he got more than his interest 
was worth. In these matters I 
care not whether the interest be £60 or 
£500 or £50,000. The fact is that 
the Colonial Seeretary has shares in 
two companies --one haying indirect, the 
other direct relations with the Govern 
ment—-is, to my mind, a reason why 
this Amendment should be supported. 
[Interruption.| You will net accept my 
view because | am only a layman, but | 
will give the Lord Advocate’s view, which 
he stated on the 8th May as follows 

* There may be certain directorships which 
would involve a conflict of interest, and if 
there were such directorships $ am certain 
nobody on this Government Bench would con- 
tinue to hold them. Of course no Minister 
would continue to hold a direetorship which 
brought him into contact with departments of 
the Crown dealing with Government con- 
tracts.” 
These two companies have brought the 
Colonial Secretary and the Financia} 
Secretary to the Treasury intocontact with 
Government departments, and on the 
showing of the Lord Advocate he ought 
either to abandon his shares or resign 
his office. - wish now to refer to 
the speech made by the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for the 


Third Day. 
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Chelmsford Division of Essex. He put 
the case in a nutshell with regard to 
ikynochs. He said that they were late 
in their deliveries, that they had many 
rejections, that their prices were high and 
their ammunition was bad ; and instead 
of turning his criticism to the Colonial 
Secretary and asking this House to safe- 
guard the taxpayers of the country, he 
poured it forth on Pall Mall. Pall 
Mall is responsible for much, but not 
for the delinquencies of the Colonial Secre- 
tary. I think you will never get clerks 
of works, Government inspectors, and en- 
gineers who superintend Government work 
to do their duty fairly and impartially 
when firms who do work for the Govern- 
ment have Ministers of the Crown as direc- 
tors. Why do I say that? The contracts 
Committee states that the law should be 
strengthened against officials who do not 
do their duty. But it also says that it is 
undesirable for Members of Parliament 
to negotiate with departmental officials, 
and what is more—and it is a sinister 
suggestion—that when firms are asked 
to revise their tenders all the firms 
tendering should be given an equal oppor- 
tunity. All these safeguards were urged 
against a firm in which the Colonial 
Secretary’s family have large holdings of 
shares. It is perfectly true that in 
former days the House appears to have 
been more strict than it is now, when 
directors and shareholders vote for 
private Bills affecting their companies. 
What is the effect of this laxity ! I will tell 
the First Lord of the Treasury. He spoke 
to the Primrose League the other mght, 
and he said that the League had to 
fight against the growing apathy and in- 
creasing indifference of the people of this 
country. What is the reason of that 
apathy and indifference? He who runs 
may read, <A belief is growing up 
amongst the people of this country that 
Parliament is not so rigid in these personal 
matters as it ought to be, and that it is 
susceptible to outside financial influences. 
The birmingham Post, the organ of the 
Colonial Secretary, said that it had been 
the proud boast of the mother of Parlia- 
ments that the amosphere of the Palais 
Bourbon in Paris had never found a foot- 
ing in Westminster, but it added that 
one had grave doubts whether that )oast 
could ever be repeated owing to the in- 
fluences exercised in connection with the | 
Petroleum Bill and the Telephones Bill. 
The man in the street who reads the Bir-| 
Mr. John Burns. 
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mingham Post is beginning to think that 
our Parliament is also being “ Panama-ed,” 
and that our public life has not that high 
standard of honour it formerly had. 
What is the charge of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary against 
President Kruger? It is that his admini- 
stration was inefficient, and his Govern- 
ment corrupt. If that be true, and it 
has not been proved to the extent it has 
been stated, we ought to put ourselves in 
a position which would make it impossible 
under our Standing Orders for such a 
charge to be made against our Parlia- 
ment or any of our’ Ministers. 
Anyone hearing the Colonial Secretary 
speak would think that the hub of the 
Universe came up through his doorstep in 
Birmingham ; that he should be a law 
unto himself. We must apply the same 
standard of public conduct as the right 
hon. Gentleman himself would apply to 
the London County Council, when it suited 
his purpose. Supposing my brother had 
been supplying the Works Department 
with drain pipes or machinery, would not 
the Colonial Secretary deliver an eloquent 
homily about the inherent corruptibility 
of Labour Members ¢ Suppose I sneaked 
behind the skirts of my good wife, and 
unloaded my shares on her shoulders, I 
should be aceused—and_ properly accused 
—of ungentlemanly and unmanly conduct. 
But that is what he and his relations are 
doing. The right hon. Gentleman can say 
what he likes, but he has got to unload 
the Kynoch shares, he has got to divest 
himself of the Colombo Commercial Com- 
pany’s shares; he has got to get rid of 
Birmingham Trusts, and he must not 
look down Birmingham Tubes for Govern- 


ment work. He must not act under 
the supposition that he can do 
what other men do not undertake. 


I say, as one of the poorest Members of 
this House, that I rejoice that I have this 
opportunity of expressing the views of 
the common people on this subject 

[Interruption}|—and that when — our 
country is in a tight place in fighting 
ourselves 


a “corrupt oligarchy” we 
should be above suspicion. But I 


tell you that you will regret voting 
against this Amendment when our Civil 
Service takes this example and traffics in 
companies and commercial interests as 
they have a perfect right to do if you 
allow a Minister of State to do this. 
When corruption creeps in and when the 
evil example of the Colonial Secretary 
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brings discredit to the State, dishonour to 
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our country, and degradation to our | 


Parliament, you will regret the day that 
you voted against this Amendment. I 
had hoped that the House of Commons 
would hzve upheld to-night its re- 
putation of being fair and gentlemanly. 
[ appeal to it to remember its 
traditions. I beg of it not to damage this 
instrument of representative Government 
which can only exist by fair play and 
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centre to which all other countries can look 
for example, inspiration, and guidance, it 
can only do so by passing this Amendment, 
making everyone declare his interests 
and declare to the world all the shares 


/he holds in public companies, and until 


they do that the common people will say 
that the House of Commons is not doing 
its duty, but is sheltering favourites, 


| giving privileges to a few, opening the 


toleration all round. [Interruption.] But | 


whether its Members are fair or unfair, 
they will not deprive me of my right 
which I now exercise of telling the House 
of Commons that if the British Parliament 
is to remain unsullied, and the great 
assembly we would all wish it to be, if it is 
to be the embodiment of honour and the 


door to corruption, swindling the tax- 
payer, and becoming a disgrace to the 


/country of which I have the honour of 


being a representative. 
Question put— 


The House divided ; Ayes, 127; Noes, 





Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Barker, John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur &. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

3urt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, James H 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Feuwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Verby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


Gladstone, Rt Hn HerbertJohn | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, John 


AYES. 

| Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie, J.K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Kendall 

' Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 


NOES. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


| 269. (Division List, No. 5.) 


Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean Y. 

fea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel): 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire)) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley, 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants. 
Strachey, Edward: 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings: 


Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower 
Thomson, Frederick W. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1 
Wason, Eugene (Clackm’nnin): 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid)) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, HnArmine(Essex 


vy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
John Burns. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 


Third Day... 
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Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G.W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christoh’ch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, A. 
Bigwood, James 
slundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
‘Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, Willian James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
(Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, - Hn J. (Birm. 
‘Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 
Coectrane, Ion. T. H. A. I 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
ranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘Cust, Henry John C, 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dewar,T.R.(T’r H’mlets,St. G 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Dyke,Rt. HonSir William Hart 
fardell, Sir T. George 
; ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Visher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederiek William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon, Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
(ralloway. William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H(CityofLond,. 
Giwbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans 


ie 


«iodson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 





Answer 
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' Gordon, yr JE(Elgin& Nairn 


Gordon, J . (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajW (TowerHamlets 
Gorst, Rt.Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirE. W. B'rySEdmnds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG. M’dx 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tyne’mth 
Harris, Dr. ’. R. (Monmouth) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8, 
Hay, Claude 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert I. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield Brightside 
Horner, Frederic William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon Jas. Henry Cecil 
Jac -kson, Rt. Hon. Wm. L. 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawbton, Hon. Fred. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Ed. H. 
Lee, Capt. A. H. (Hants, Fareh. 
Legee, Col. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. 
Lockwood, Lt.- c ol. A. i 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, se I. (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney. RtHnW. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Char'es (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 


M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple Sir John Blundell 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J. (Dumfriesshire 
Mel. ille, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, itt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8S. ( Hants.) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, "E toa 

Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higzgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lu.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Radelitfe, R. I 

Randles, John S$. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Line 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S: amt (BethnalGr. ) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon Lionel Walter 
Saddler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seeley,Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stewart,SirM: wits M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
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Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 


Main Question again proposed 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, | 
and claimed to move, “That the Ques. | 


tion be now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Address in Answer to 





Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
jain, Colonel James Robert 
B.ird, John GeorgeAlexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
salfour, Maj kK R(Christevurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, A. 

Big wood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
sowles, Capt. H. F. (Middle’x 
Bowles, ‘T. Gibson (King’s L. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Jit. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shrops. 
Ball, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Sutcher, Jolin George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chamberlain, Rit. Hn.J.(Birm) 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
(chen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
‘ol-ton, Chas Ed. H. Athole 


ook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
‘orbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cianborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cust, Henry John C. 


{10 DecemBer 1900} 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.- Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ. Powell(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R.) 


now put.” 
| 


106. 


AYES. 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar,T..(T’rH’mlets,SGeo. 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardeil, Siz T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Furenusson, RtHn. Sird.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald. SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Ld. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& N’n. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon,Maj. W.(TowerH’ml't 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y 


| Greene. Sirk. W.(B.St. Edin’ds 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton. Rt. Hn. Ld. G. (Mid’x 
Hanhury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 


Harris, Dr. Fred. R. (Monm’th | 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Clande 

Heath, A. Howard (Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worceste:sh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks. E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Question put, “That the Question be 


The House divided ; Ayes, 253; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 6.) 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 

Hoare, Edward B. (Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lind-ay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheif., Brightside) 
Horner, Frederie William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Capt.J.( Kent,’ versh 
Hozier,Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jesse], Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. G. ‘T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, J. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Win. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John ¢irant 

Lee, CaptAH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, frederick N.S, 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, ColCharles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHon WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburehW 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W. J.(Dumfriesshire 


Third Day. 
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Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.( Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson. William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Valmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Asher, Alexander 
Barker, John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
dell, Richard 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell. Bannerm: in, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, James H. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 


Furness, Sir Christopher | 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. . 


Answer to 


| Hope, J 


| Palmer, 
| Partington, Oswald 


{COMMONS} 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Radcliffe, R. 1 
tandles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jaines Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Mat. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, Sam. I. (Bethnal Gr’n 
tite hie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Kt Hn. Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart.M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, — H. (Hert. East) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
min gg Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, e William B. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hardie, J. K. (MerthyrTydvil | 


Harmsworth, R. — 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. C. Seale- 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. six Arthur D. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 

= pasa William Henry 

D. (Fife, West) 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M’Laren, Charles Benjamin 


| Manstield, Horace Rendall 


Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 


| Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Morley, ( ‘harles (Breconshire) 


| Moss, ‘Samuel 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
George Wm. (Read’g 


Paulton, James Mellor 





the Queen's Speech, 


Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.( 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward ; 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Pas 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. 

Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E.(’ aunt. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ. Powell-(Bir. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. 8S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


Oxford U, 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pirie, Dunean V. 
Reckitt, Harold 
Rigs, Richard 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, $. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, ey idw. (Stafford) 
Sinelair, Capt. John (Forfarsh 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Kt. Hn.C. R.( 
Strachey, Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’! 
Thomson, Frederick W. 
‘omkimson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (C lackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
W hite, ¢ veorge (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred, W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Wilson, Jonn (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, HnArmine( Essex} 


James 


N Hants. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Samuel Smith and Mr. 
Channing. 
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(Notts), 





Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Coe] 
Coli 
Coll 
Cole 
Cols 
Coo] 
Corl 
Crar 
Cros 
Cust 
Davi 
Davi 
Dew 
Dew 
Dick 
Dim: 
Disr: 
Dixo 
Dou; 
Dou; 
Dox! 
Duk 
Dun 
Edw: 
Eger 
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Answer to 


{10 DECEMBER 1900} 


Main Question put accordingly — 


the (Jueen's Speech. 454 


The House divided ; Ayes, 265 ; Noes, 25, (Division List, No 7.) 


Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reyuell 
Archdale, Edward Mervon 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
ag tight Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olonel James Robert 
Baird, John George A. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Mnehrr. ) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, May. KK. R.(Christ’ch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.(Brstl.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownagzree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, A. 
Bizwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Heury 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Drassey, a 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. S 
Ball, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
ten Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
——? Henry Strother 
‘ecil, Lord; Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Au- ten( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirdohnCharlesReady 
Colston,Charles Ed. H. Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH ml'ts,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
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AYES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Broc klehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Lirbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H.(Cityof Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, Maj. W,(‘T’ wer H’inlts 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Sirk. W.( BD rySEdnrds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(M’dx) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F. Leverton(Tynem th. 
Harris, Dr. Fred. R.(Monm th. 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Claude 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederic William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,CaptJ({ Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, HonJames Henry¢ ‘ecil 
Jettreys, Arthur F rederick 
Jessel,C apt ain Herbert Merton 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, W ilham 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Andrew Bonar 


Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptA H( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristols. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir hin William 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (EdinburghW.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M:Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fk. G. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott( Hants. 
Moore, William (Antrin, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henryl. 
Moss, Samuel 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis: yseeeerstd 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torreus 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hon. William Robert W. 
Pemberton, JohnS G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tadcliffe, R. F. 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Third Duy. 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | 


Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich | 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart | 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason, J. Catheart (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Heury Charles 
Ridley, M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) | 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Sam. Alexander 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sharpe, William Edward T 
Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Rentrew 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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| Sinith, Abel H. (Hertford,|E.) {| Welby,Lt-Col A.C. E.(Taunt’n 


Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir 'rederick 

Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R. 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Thomas, J. A.(Glam’n,Gower) 








Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Burns, Jehn 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dunean, James H. 
Fenwick, Charles 


Grant, Corrie 


Resolved, That an humble Address be | 
presented to Her Majesty, as followeth— | 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” 

To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of Her Majesty’s House- 
hold. 

SUPPLY. 

Resolved, That this House will, this day, 

resolve itself into a Committee to consider 


of the Supply to be granted to Her 


Majesty. 

Ordered, That the Estimate presented 
to this House on the 6th inst. be referred 
to the Committee of Supply.—(.Wr. Austen 
Chumberluin.) 


WAYS AND MEANS 
Resolved, That this House will, this day, 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider 





Harmsworth, Kh. Leicester 
Hope, John Deans { Fife, West) | 
Manstield, Horace Rendall! 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Partington, Oswald 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Thomson, Frederick W. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. kt.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Keir Hardie. 


of the Ways and Means for raising the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 7th day of this instant December, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at halt 
after One of the clock. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, 
“Sittings of the House,” | hereby nomi- 
nate— 


The Right Hon. 
Stuart Wortley, 

Mr. John Edward Ellis, 

Mr. Edward Blake, 

Mr. Arthur Fredrick Jettreys, and 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 


Charles Beilby 


to act during this Session as temporary 
| Chairmen of Committees when requested 
| by the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


| WILLIAM Courr GULLY, 
| 
| 


Speaker, 


10th December, 1900. 








Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


An 


Questions. 
HOUSE 
Tuesday, 11th December, 1900. 





The Lord Bishop of Lichfield took the | 
Oath. 





LUNACY 

Report to the Lord —s of the | 
number of visits made, the number of | 
patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics, | 
pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, between | 
Ist April and 30th September : Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. | 








House adjourned at half-past Two 
of the clock, to Thursday next, | 


half-past Ten of the clock. 





HOUSE OF 
Tuesday, 11th December, 1900. 


COMMONS. | 


Several Members took and subscribed 
the Oath. 


NEW WRIT. 

County of Lancaster (North Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool Division)—in the room 
of the Right Hon. Sir Matthew White 
Ridley, baronet (Chiltern Hundreds).— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


PETITIONS. 
MAMSA, SULAYMAN AHMEDJIE. | 
Petition of Sulayman Ahmedjie | 
Mamsa, for inquiry into his son’s case ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


{11 DecEmBER 1900} 
OF LORDS. | 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
, Command]; to lie upon the 





Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 544 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Address for ‘Copies of any Corre- 


| spondence between the Secretary of State 


for India in Council and the Treasury on 
the subject of the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Indian Expenditure.”— 


' (Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 





QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —GRATUITY 
FOR THE NAVAL BRIGADE. 


Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 


gratuity granted to officers and men of 
the Army for war service in South Africa 
will be extended to corresponding ratings 
in the officers and men of the Fleet who 


| have served in the Naval Brigades in the 


field. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I can answer at once in the affirma- 
tive on the general question, but I can- 


‘not deal with details on the present 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
Petition from King’s Lynn, for preven- | 
tion of cruelties ; to lie upon the Table. | 
Petition from Bristol, for termination ; | 
to lie upon the Table. | 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Ernest George Pretyman, esquire—for 
county of Suifolk (South Eastern or 
Woodbridge Division). 

Sir Alexander Fuller Acland-Hood, 
haronet—for county of Somerset (Western 
or Wellington Division). 

VOL. LXXXVIII. [FourtH Series. | 





| occasion. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Will the forces engaged in the 
relief of Coomassie be included % 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot reply 
without notice of the question. 


GOVERNMENT PENSION SCHEME FoR 
SOLDIERS’ DEPENDENTS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is now able to state the 
details of the scheme by which the 


xX 
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Government purpose making provision 

hy pensions for the widows, orphans, and 

dependents of those killed in the South 

African and other campaigns; and | 
whether any financial proposals in further- 

ance of such scheme are contemplated this 

session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The main 
features of a scheme have been settled, 
and the committee is now arranging 
details. The work is nearly done, and 
provision will be made for carrying out 
the scheme in the Estimates for the com- 
ing year. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.): Will the scheme be retrospective in 
its action ? Will payments be made as 
from the date of the resolution of the 
House or the date of the scheme coming 
into operation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Neither date 
will have anything to do with it; every- 
body who is qualified will secure the 
benefit who has suffered the loss of a 
relative in the war, which dates from 
11th October last year. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
Irish workhouses be recouped for pay- 
ments made ? 


Mr. KEARLEY: Is the right hon. 
Fentleman aware that the dependents of 
many of the men killed have long been in 
very necessitous circumstances, and the 
need of help is therefore urgent ! 


TERMS OF SETTLEMENT. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if, in the document promul- 
gating the terms of settlement with the 
Boers, it will be plainly set forth that, as 


soon as circumstances allow, there will be | 


extended to the populations of these 
colonies similar conditions of self-govern- 
ment to those prevailing in the other 
South African colonies. 
SECRETARY 


THE oF STATE ror 


{COMMONS} 


i SURRENDERS OF 


Questions, 


BURNING OF FARMS. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is yet able to 
give any accurate and official information 
as to the number of farms which have 
been burnt by our armies for any reason 
in the Transvaal and Orange River 
colonies in the course of military opera- 
tions, and also details as to the reason for 
their destruction. 


*THE SECRETARY 


490; 


oF STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): We have not yet received from 
Lord Kitchener the details referred to. 


Mr. TREVELYAN : Does the right 


/hon. Gentleman expect the information 


before the session is over ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say. Such 
details ought to be of great accuracy. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES. 

Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it has been decided that 
the £100 allowance granted to officers of 
the Militia when the battalions are dis- 
embodied will not be granted to those 
officers of Militia who are given com- 
missions in the Army; and whether, if 
this is the case, he can see his way to give 
the allowance to officers of the Militia who 
have been serving in South Africa and 
are transferred to the Army. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: This question is 
under consideration. I will endeavour to 
see what can be done about it. 


BRITISH 'TROOPS— 
COURTS OF INQUIRY. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 

(Sheffield, Ecciesall): I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for War whether any 


court of inquiry has been held with regard 


to the surrender of British troops at 
Nicholson’s Nek, Sanna’s. Post, Redders- 


_ burg, Lindley, and Roodeval ; and, if so, 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 


sirmingham, W.): I certainly propose to | 
make this plain, either by means of the | 
proclamation referred to in my speech on 
Friday last, or in such other manner as 
may appear best adapted to secure the | 
object. in view. 


/and will be held in all such cases. 


whether the result of such inquiry will be 
made public. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Courts of inquiry 
were held in each of the cases referred to, 
No 
decision as to publication can be given 
till the various reports have been received 


and considered. 
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49] Questions. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Will the results of the courts of inquiry | 
be made known ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : 
which can be will be made known. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: When and where 


was the inquiry into the surrender at 
'regiments may be formed from two or 


Lindley held ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 
without inquiry. 


I cannot say 


NON-DELIVERY OF THE QUEEN’S 
GIFT OF CHOCOLATE. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


{11 DrcemBer 1900} 
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Questions. 


| that the Volunteer Service Companies, 
| Imperial Yeomanry, Militia, and married 


_men of the Army Reserve are to be given 


| Lord Kitchener 


: . | priority in the return from South Afric: 
Any information | P y 0) 0) a, 


so soon as it can be safely permitted by 
, and if thereby any one 
battalion is reduced below its proper 
establishment provisional battalions and 


_more battalions, as in the case of depots 
of Regular troops and administrative bat- 


War whether he is aware that a number | 
of the troops that were in Ladysmith | 
during the siege have not yet received | 


the chocolate sent for 
Majesty the Queen ; 
any hope of their getting it, or an 
equivalent ; 
time has since expired be excluded. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir- 


them by Her} 


whether there is] beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


talions of Volunteers and Yeomanry. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot make any 
statement as to the order of return of 
troops from South Africa, but full weight 
will be given to the considerations urged 
by my hon. and gallant friend. 


ROYAL RESERVISTS’ SEPARATION 
ALLOWANCES. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 


| War whether it has been brought to his 


and, if so, will men whose | 


mningham, S.): It has not been reported | 


that the troops who were in Ladysmith 
during the siege have not received the 
Queen’s chocolate. Any claimants for 
the Queen’s gift who have not received 
it should address their application to the 
General Officer Commanding the Lines of 
Communication, Cape Town, who has sole 
charge of the distribution. 


TYPHOID FEVER STATISTICS. 
Stir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 


total number of cases of typhoid fever 
among the forces in South Africa up to 
the end of September, the number of 
deaths from that disease, and the number 
sent home as invalids. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
total number of cases of typhoid fever 


among the forces in South Africa from | 
the beginning of the war to 28th Septem- | 


the number of | 


ber, 1900, is 15,655, 
3,642, and | 


deaths from that disease, 


the number sent home as invalids, 9,128. | 


RETURN OF TROOPS—PRIORITY 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if directions can be given 


notice that the wives of non-commis- 
sioned officers and men in the Royal 
Reserve in receipt of separation allowance 
have been refused medical attendance for 
themselves and their children in cases 
where they do not happen to live within 
a mile of a military medical man or 
civilian practitioner in attendance on 
troops ; and whether, seeing that Reserve 
men came forward voluntarily at a time 
of national danger, are only temporarily 
employed, and consequently cannot con- 
veniently alter their domestic arrange- 
ments, steps will be taken to place the 
families of all of them upon an equal 
footing as regards medical attendance, 


= | irres ectiv e of their abode. 
State for War whether he can state the | P 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
families of soldiers of the Royal Reserve 
are being treated on the same lines as 
those governing the medical attendance 
of the families of soldiers of the Regular 
forces. The same privileges have ‘been 
extended to them when separated from 
their husbands. It is not possible to 
provide medical attendance for those 
residing at a distance from military head- 
| quarters. 


CapTaIN NORTON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the non-commis- 


— officers and men of the Royal 


| Reserve occupy a totally different posi- 


tion ? 


[No answer was given. ] 
X 2 
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CAMP COOKERY. | Highlanders (Ross-shire Militia) is quar- 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the | tered at Fort George, whilst the rest of 
Secretary of State for War whether his | the staff is quartered at Dingwall, the 
attention has been drawn to the defective regimental depot, is detrimental to the 
state of camp cookery in the British | interests of the regiment; and, in view 
Army as compared with that existing | of the fact that there are several sites in 


Questions. 494 





both in the German and United States 
Army ; and whether, seeing that some of 
the South African sickness among our 
troops might have been saved by the pro- 
vision of a due number of trained camp 
cooks, he will consider the advisability of 
organising practical 
cookery for the Army Service Corps, as 
well as military flying kitchens, with 
cooks capable of producing an emergency 
invalid diet from common rations. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Re- 
ports on the working of the system of Army 
cooking have recently been called for from 
general officers commanding in South 
Africa. Sir Redvers Buller has replied 
that the system has worked satisfactorily. 
None have been received showing that 
the camp cookery in the British Army is 
<lefective or that sickness was attributable 
to such a cause. 
the Army Service Corps, that corps has 
nothing to do with the cooking for 
units. 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF—CONDI- 

TIONS OF OFFICE. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
Lord Roberts accepted the position of 
Commander-in-Chief subject to the con- 
ditions laid down by Order in Council, 
Slst November, 1895, which defines the 
duties and responsibilities attached to 
that office; and, if so, whether Lord 
Roberts will, like Lord Wolseley when 
Commander-in-Chief, be only one of 
several military advisers of the Secretary 
of State, as provided by that Order in 
Council. 


THE 


courses of camp | 


In regard to courses for | 


‘the immediate vicinity of Dingwall on 
| which buildings suitable for the accom- 
| modation of the whole of the staff and 
| men might be erected, will he consider the 
expediency of providing such accommo- 
| dation. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
_ have nothing to add to the reply given to 
‘an identical question put by the hon. 
Member in February last.7 


Mr. WEIR: The answer in February 
| last stated that only one site was avail- 
able ; now there are several. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman look into this 
| matter ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: As I 
have already said, I have nothing to add 
to what I said in February last. 


OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCES. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
| £100 outfit allowance granted under the 
Pay Warrant, 1899, to officers of the 
Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers on 
‘their release from active service, applies 
‘ to non-commissioned officers and privates 
‘of the Regular Army and Auxiliary 
forces promoted to commissions in the 
Army for conspicuous gallantry or dis- 
| tinguished service in the field ; and, in 
|the contrary case, if he will take steps 
|to have this difference of treatment re- 
| moved. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
outfit allowance of £100 is given to any 
soldier of two years service promoted 
'from the ranks to a commission in the 


*MR. BRODRICK : No change has | Regular forces, whether he belongs to 
taken place in the status of Commander-| those forces or to the Auxiliary forces 
in-Chief since Lord Roberts accepted | called out for service. Officers of the 


office. 


BATTALION SEAFORTH 
HIGHLANDERS. 


THIRD 


| Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers are 
| given, on release from service, a gratuity 
of £100 for their service in the Auxiliary 
forces. This is in no sense an _ outfit 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I allowance, but is of the nature of a 


heg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether complaints have reached him 
that the arrangement under which part of 
the staff of the 3rd Battalion Seaforth 


ension or gratuity for service. 
o 


| +See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
| Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 373. 
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495 Questions. 
MOUNTED INFANTRY. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if anything is proposed to be 
done as to raising permanent companies 
of mounted infantry. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS: I 
think the hon. Member will see that it is 
not in my power to anticipate the pro- 
gramme of next year by answering ques- 
tions of this character. 


ARTILLERY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether a 


large order has been given for guns for | 
the Army; and, if so, what steps are | 
being taken to increase the establishment | 


of artillery, and how far the new batteries 


which it was decided to raise this year 


have been raised. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: As 


regards the guns, all those required for | 


the approved establishments have been 
ordered. As regards the batteries of the 
seven Horse Artillery and forty-eight 
Field Artillery batteries authorised in 
this spring, all the former and forty-five 
of the latter have been raised. 
in addition to the sixteen batteries raised 
in the years immediately preceding. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): Can the right | 


hon. Gentleman say whether any of the 
new quick-firing guns are yet in the 
possession of these batteries ? 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
cannot answer that question without 
notice. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Are 
the new guns of the same pattern as those 
sent out to the Army in South Africa, or 
a new pattern 4 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: They 


are in many respects a new pattern. 


LICHFIELD RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state what progress has now been made 
towards the construction of the rifle 
range for Withinton Barracks, Lichfield. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
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| completed, as it has been found necessary 
| to submit the question of price to arbitra- 
ition. It is hoped that the case will be 
| heard shortly. 


| COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA. 

| Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 

| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can state how long the office of 

| Commander-in-Chief in India has been 

| vacant, and when an appointment is to 

| be made. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hamirton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Sir William Lockhart died on 
the 19th of March last. Since then Sir 
Power Palmer has been acting as Com- 
mander-in-Chief. I hope to make a perma- 
‘nent appointment shortly, but I am at 
present unable to fix any date. 


| INDIAN FINANCE—TRANSFER FROM 
BRITISH TO INDIAN TREASURY. 
Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if any arrange- 
ments have yet been made to carry out 
the transfer of the sum of £250,000 from 
‘the British to the Indian Treasury, as 
recommended by the Royal Commission 
on Indian Expenditure, and foreshadowed 
by himself on 26th July last in his speech 
introducing the Indian Budget to the 
House. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: It has been 
arranged that the Indian revenues shal! be 
‘relieved of payments amounting to 
| £257,000 a year with effect from the 
Ist of April next. The correspondence 
on the subject has been laid before 
Parliament, and is now being printed. 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS OFFICERS. 

THE MASTER or’ ELIBANK 
(Mr. ALEXANDER Murray, Edinburgh, 
Midlothian): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if his attention 
has been called to the grievances of 
Indian Staff Corps Officers in respect of 
their supersession by officers of the British 
service ; and, if so, when a decision may 
be expected to be arrived at in the 
matter. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The question 
of the length of service for promotion of 
Indian Staff Corps Officers has been for 
some time past under consideration in 
India, but I have not yet received any 
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definite proposals on the subject, and I 
have reason to believe that some months 
must elapse before any decision is 
arrived at. 


BRITISH EAST AFRICA—MURDER OF 
MR. JENNER. 

*Smr CHARLES DILKE: Ibeg toaskthe 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can state under what cireum- 
stances the Sub-Commissioner for the 
northern portion of the British East 
Africa Protectorate was killed by a party 


of Ogaden Somalis on 13th November, | 


and what measures are being taken in 
the matter ; what are the relations 
between Her Majesty’s representatives 
in British East Africa and the Sultan of 
Afmadu and other chiefs in Jubaland ; 
and whether he has any information 
showing recent disturbances to be con- 
nected with the religious agitation of the 
Sheikh Mohamed-ben-Abdallah. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester) : Mr. Jenner was killed 
in a sudden and totally unexpected night 
attack made on his camp by a party of 
Ogadens. He was at the time on a tour 
of inspection through his province, and 
was accompanied by an escort of forty 
native policemen. Of these a few men 
escaped and brought the news to Kis- 
meyu. A punitive expedition is being 
organised. The relations between the 
Protectorate Administration and the 
Sultan Ahmed Margan and all the chiefs 
of the district had been apparently most 
friendly ever since the suppression of the 
rising in 1898. It is understood that the 
Sultan’s brother, who had been in per- 
sonal communication with Mr. Jenner, 
and exchanged presents with him only a 
few days previously, led the attack. The 


information available is not sufficient to | 


allow of a judgment being formed as to 
any connection between Mr. Jenner’s 
murder and the movement in the northern 
portion of the Ogaden country led by the 
Mullah Mohamed-ben-Abdallah. 


TURKEY—OFFICIAL CONGRATULA- 
TIONS TO THE SULTAN. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to | 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any official con- 
gratulations were sent to the Sultan of 
Turkey from this country upon the occa- 
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accession to the throne ; and, if so, what 
were the terms of those congratulations ; 
and whether it was by the orders or with 
the approval of Her Majesty’s Govern 
|ment that the British Fleet was illumi. 
| nated upon that occasion. 


| *Viscounr CRANBORNE: Her 
| Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
| presented a letter from the Queen to His 
‘Imperial Majesty the Sultan of Turkey 
|on the Ist of September, congratulating 
‘him on attaining the twenty-fifth anni- 
| versary of his accession to the throne. 
| This course was in conformity with that 
| adopted by the other Great Powers, many 
of whom sent special missions to Con- 
stantinople for the purpose. It is not the 
practice to make public the terms of such 
_ letters, and no exception to the rule can 
| be made in the present instance. It was 
decided that Vice-Admiral Sir John 
Fisher, Commander-in-Chief of the Medi- 
'terranean Squadron, who was about to 
| visit Constantinople at this date, should 
associate himself with Her Majesty’s 
' Ambassador on the occasion, and the 
despatch boat, in which he proceeded, was 
‘illuminated, together with vessels of other 
nations, and those of the Ottoman Fleet, 
on the evening of the Ist of September. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Were Her 
Majesty’s representatives instructed to 
ask when the massacres in Armenia will 
' cease 4 


TURKEY — DISTURBANCES IN 1896 
BRITISH MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what progress has 
been made by Her Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Constantinople in obtaining payment 
of the claims of British merchants at 
'Stamboul, Pera, Galata, and Haskeni for 
|} compensation in respect of losses of pro- 
| perty which were suffered by them during 
the disturbances of August, 1896, and 
_which have already been made the sub- 
_ject of repeated representations by the 
British Chamber of Commerce in Turkey. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: [regret to 
| state that these claims have not yet been 
settled. Her Majesty’s Ambassador has 
|made frequent verbal representations to 
'the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs 

on the subject, and Her Majesty’s Charge 
d’Affaires was directed towards the end 


sion of the twenty-fifth anniversary of his jot last month to address a fresh Note to 
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the Porte pressing for an early settle- | 


ment. 


CRETE—CORRESPONDENCE WITH 
EUROPEAN POWERS. 


Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 
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of the agreement arrived at by the 
British and American creditors of the 


' Delagoa Bay Railway Company and ap- 
| proved by the British and United States 


, Governments, 


paid by that agency 
against the discharge of the two Govern- 


' ments to Messrs. Glyn, Mills, Currie and 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
‘Seligman Brothers (£101,133 16s. 5d.). 


Affairs whether he is able to lay upon 
the Table copies of the recent correspon- 
dence which has passed between the 


principal European Powers, their repre- | 


sentatives at Athens, and Her Majesty’s 
Government with respect to the admini- 
stration of Crete, and the provision of the 
funds required for that purpose. 


Company (£840,377 17s. 5d.) and Messrs. 


The money so paid over was to be placed 
immediately to the credit of the repre- 
sentatives of the first and second mort- 
gage debenture holders to be applied as 
provided in the agreement. There is no 
stipulation that interest should be paid 


_ pending the distribution of the money. 


*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: A collec- | 


tion of Papers will be prepared for the 
purpose of presentation to Parliament. 


FOREIGN OFFICE FINANCE— DELAGOA 
RAILWAY AWARD. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 

Regis): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 

tary of State for Foreign Affairs can he 


state what is the practice of the Foreign | 
Office with regard to the disposal of | 


public moneys received by the office ; 
are ail such moneys paid into the Bank 
of England or into other banks, and, if 
into other banks, can he give the names 
of such other banks if more than one, 
and explain who is responsible for the 
choice of these banks as eustodians of 
public moneys; and can he state the 
exact amount of money received by the 
Foreign Office in November, 1900, in 
respect of the Delagoa Railway award, 
into what bank that money was paid, and 
whether, at the time of its payment into 
the bank, any arrangement was made for 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do I under- 
stand that this money was not received 
at the Foreign Office, but was paid into 
the bank by some other person ? 


*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: That is so. 


UGANDA RAILWAY — BRITISH AND 
AMERICAN TENDERS FOR BRIDGE 
CONTRACTS. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that orders involving expenditure 
ot many thousands of pounds for bridges 
for the Uganda Railway have been given 


'to an American firm; and whether he 


will take steps to prevent such orders 
being given in future without full oppor- 
tunity being given to bridge builders in 


‘the United Kingdom to compete on the 


the payment of any interest on the | 


amount ; if so, at what rate. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The answer | 


to Paragraphs 1 and 2 is that all public 
moneys received by the Foreign Office 


same conditions as regards tests, mode of 
manufacture, inspection, and erection at 
makers’ works, as the American makers 
are subject to. 

*Viscount CRANBORNE: The answer 
to the first paragraph is, yes. With regard 
to the second paragraph, tenders were 
invited in the United Kingdom on 


drawings and specifications prepared by 


are paid into the hands of Her Majesty’s | 


Paymaster General. As regards Para- 


graph 3, although receipts for £941,511 | 


13s. 10d. were given to the Comptoir 
d’Escompte by the Governments of Great 
Britain and the United States on the 
21st November, no money was actually 
paid to the Foreign Office in respect of 
the award. The money deposited by 
the Portuguese Government at the 
London Agency of the Comptoir d’Es- 
compte was in accordance with the terms 


| 
| 





Sir A. Rendel and Company, the con 
sulting engineers, under the same condi- 
tions as regards tests, ete. One of the 
American tenders was found to be con- 
siderably the lowest in every respect, and 
was therefore accepted. British firms 
are always given full opportunity to 
tender for work for this line, and I need 
not say that Her Majesty’s Government 
are anxious to employ them whenever 
the terms offered are consistent with the 
interests of the public service. 
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Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Were the | 


British firms invited to tender before the | 
Americans 4 


Sir ALFRED HICKMAN was under- 
stood to ask if the American firms had 
not first to erect the bridges at their own 
works. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I must ask 
for notice of both questions. 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE—MR. SEDDON’S 
SCHEME FOR AN IMPERIAL MILI- 
TARY RESERVE. 

*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
Mr. Seddon’s scheme for the erection in 
the self-governing colonies, by British 
financial assistance, of an Imperial Military 
Reserve has had his consideration ; and 
whether the scheme, as modified in its 
financial proposals by a Joint Committee 
of the two Houses of the New Zealand 
Legislature, has yet been submitted to 
him. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I have not, personally, had the 
scheme brought to my notice, but I am 
aware that it is under the consideration 
of the Government. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM- 

BUCKLAND FISH COLLECTION. 

Mr. WEIR: 1 beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is yet in a position to make any state- 
ment in reference to the ultimate destina- 
tion of the Buckland Fish Collection at 
South Kensington. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeEraLp  BALrour, 
Leeds, Central): No, Sir. Negotiations 
on the subject are still pending. 


GERMAN TARIFFS—SHEFFIELD 
STEEL. 

Sr HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he is aware that a movement is | 
on foot in Germany to increase the 
duties on British steel to an extent highly 
injurious to the trade of Sheffield ; and if | 
he will take care to watch the agitation. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


aware of the movement to which the hon. 
Member refers. The whole subject of , 
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the lapse of the German commercial 
treaties and of the probable effect on 


| British trade is being carefully watched. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—SIGNAL- 
MAN’S DISMISSAL. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 


| President of the Board of Trade if his 


attention has been called to the action of 
the Great Eastern Railway Company in 
discharging one of their employees for- 
being elected as one of the representatives. 
of the electors on the Poplar Borough 
Council; and will he state what 
action he proposes to take in regard to. 
the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware that such a question has arisen be- 
tween the railway company and an em- 
ployee, but I have no. official information 
as to the facts. The matter is not one 
which comes within the purview of the 


Board of Trade. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY COMPANY 
—DISMISSAL OF EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the dismissal of a 
number of engine-drivers and firemen by 
the Caledonian Railway Company, and 
the hours worked by those remaining in 
their employ in consequence ; and. if he 
will call for a Return of the number of 
engine-drivers, firemen, and goods guards. 
employed at each depot of the company 
and the number employed above ten 
hours, stating the number of hours above: 
ten hours for each day of November. 


Mr.GERALD BALFOUR: The answer’ 
to the first paragraph of the hon. Member's. 
question is in the negative. With regard 
to the second paragraph, if any represen- 
tation is made to the Board of Trade as. 
regards the hours of labour of any ser- 
vants employed by the company, the 


, Department will inquire into that repre- 


sentation. 


TRAINING OF POLICEMEN AS 
SOLDIERS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department if, having regard to the 


/action taken by the City Councils of 


Sheffield and Liverpool as to the training 
of their police forces in the use of a rifle,. 
with a view to. co-operation in the work. 
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of national defence with the disciplined 
men of the county, city, and borough 
constabulary, he will permit similar action 
to be taken by the police of the metro- 
polis ; and, whether he has any objection 


to constables joining Volunteer corps at | 
their own expense, like the remainder of | 
the civil population, and discharging its | 


duties in their own time, provided no ob- 


jection is entertained by the several Joint | 


and Watch Committees under whom they 
serve. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For. 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuik, Croydon): I do not see my way 
to giving to the police of the metropolis 
the facilities suggested by the hon. 
Members. 
turning the police into anything like a 


military police, it is obvious that in a 


time of national emergency it would not 
be practicable to relieve constables of 


their ordinary duties in order that they | 
On the contrary, | 
the probability is that at such a time the | 
police force would have to be strengthened. ' 


might join the troops. 


I fear that constables could not discharge 


the duties of a Volunteer in their own | 


time. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will that 
apply to provincial police forces who have 
taken this action with the approval of 
their Watch Committees ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not like to offer 

any opinion on the action of the Watch 
Committees, but my hon. and gallant 
friend can gather what my view of the 
matter is. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT—CASE OF 
JOHN HOLDEN, OF BURY. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I beg to ask the | 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if the evidence was submitted to 
him in the case of Joseph Holden, of Bury, 
who was hanged at Manchester on Tues- 
day, 4th December. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The answer to the 
question is, of course, in the affirmative, 
but I may perhaps be allowed to explain 
that as the prisoner’s sanity was called in 
question I appointed two gentlemen of 
great experience in criminal lunacy to 


hold an inquiry, as prescribed by statute, | 
into his mental condition, and that they | 
came to the clear conclusion that he was | 


sane and responsible for his actions at the 
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| time of their examination and when the 
| crime was committed. The murder was 
‘a peculiarly brutal one, and after careful 
consideration of all the circumstances I 
did not feel justified in advising inter- 
ference with the due course of law. 


Mr. HARWOOD: Was it brought 
under the notice of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that this man had been confined in 
a lunatic asylum and yet the judge 
accepted his plea ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: All the circumstances 
in connection with this matter were fully 
before me. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


the man tried ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: He pleaded guilty. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 


Do you accept a plea of guilty in the case 
of a lunatic ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Was not 


SWINE FEVER REGULATIONS IN 
YORKSHIRE, W.R. 

Mr. FISON (Yorkshire, W.R., Don- 
caster): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he can 
now see his way to remove the restric- 
tions regarding the movement and sale of 
| swine in the southern portion of the West 
Riding of York. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnpury, Pres- 
ton): Since the imposition in April last 
of the restrictions to which my hon. 
friend refers there has been a very con- 
siderable improvement in the position 
with regard to swine fever in the district 
/in question. Six outbreaks have, how- 
ever, been confirmed during the past six 
! weeks, and these have been scattered 
widely throughout the area. One 
oceurred as lately as the 24th November, 
and one on the 19th November was just 
outside the borough of Doncaster. It 
would therefore be premature to assume 
that the restrictions have done their 
work. I shall, however, be glad to keep 
the representations made to me by my 
hon. friend in mind with a view to the 
withdrawal of the Orde: at the earliest 
possible moment consistently with safety. 


IMPORTS OF FRENCH MILK. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
| beg to ask the President of the Board of 
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Agriculture whether he is aware that | Vice-President of the Committe of Council 
'on Education if, in framing the Code of 


French milk is imported to London via 


Southampton and sold as English milk; | 


whether any inspection is made of the 
milk to test its purity and quality ; and 
whether he can take measures to stop this 
importation. 


Minutes of the Education Department 
for 1901, consideration will be given to 


the convenience which the payment of 


*Mr. HANBURY : It is the case that | 


a certain quantity of French milk is being 


imported into this country. Whether any | 


offence against either the Merchandise 
Marks Acts or the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts has been committed I am not 
as yet able to say, as the trade has 
recently assumed a new form. We are 


making inquiries into the representations | 


we have received on the subject in co- 
operation with the Board of Customs. 


Although there is no power to prohibit | 


importation, my hon. friend may be sure 
that as regards imported milk found to be 
adulterated, or sold under a false deserip- 
ton, Iam doing everything in my power 
to secure a strict compliance with the 
requirements of the law. 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY AND HIGHER 
GRADE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): 1 beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education if he will state how many 
schools have been brought under the 
minute relating to higher elementary edu- 
cation, and how many scholars are in 
average attendance in them; also how 


'without a very large additional 


many so-called higher grade schools still , 


‘remain outside the operation of the 
minute. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir Joun 


GoRST, Cambridge 
schools—the Central Higher Grade School 
at Sheffield and one at Ipswich—have 


University): Two | 


already been recognised as higher ele- | 


mentary schools. There are several 


others on the point of being recognised. | 


The Board of Education have no know- 
ledge of the number of schools which call 
themselves “higher grade.” 


But the | 


number of those known to the Board of | 


Education to be giving instruction beyond 


the limits of the Elementary School Code | 


was 70 at the time the minute was issued. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—PAYMENT 
OF FEE GRANTS. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 


(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the | 


fee grants by quarterly instalments is to 
the managers of public elementary schools, 
with a view to making the payment of 
principal grants under Articles 98 and 
101 by similar instalments ; and if the 
Department will take into consideration 
the desirability of altering Article 94 of 
the Code so as to provide for the payment 
of the principal grant by instalments, in 
the same manner as the fee grant is now 
paid under the minute of 26th August, 
1891. 


Sir JOHN GORST: No. It is im- 
possible to carry out such a suggestion 
E:x- 
chequer Grant in any year in which such 
practice would be commenced. 


DENOMINATIONAL SCHOOLS—COST OF 
MAINTENANCE. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON : I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education if he will state 
what has been the average cost of main- 
tenance in denominational schools for 
the years 1895-1900; also what has 
been the amount stated in the audited 
accounts of Voluntary schools to have 
been paid for rent during the years in 
which the audit has been operative. 


Sm JOHN GORST: From 1895 the 
average cost has been £1 18s. 114d, 
£1 19s. 63d., £2 Os. 6d., £2 2s. 43d. 
£2 5s. 14d., and £2 6s. 44d. The amounts 
stated to have been paid for rent in the 
two years for which audit has been 
compulsory are £111,465 1s. 8d. and 
£112,964 13s. 7d. 


THE MARBLE ARCH. 

Mr. GUTHRIE (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works if it has been decided 
that the Marble Arch is to be pulled 
down ; and, if so, whether it is proposed 
to re-erect it elsewhere. 

Tuk FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG.Las, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): No, Sir; there is no 
truth in the report alluded to by my hon. 
friend. 
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STORNOWAY MAILS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state what 
progress has been made with the negotia- 
tions with the North British Railway 
Company for the conveyance of the 
Stornoway mails, via Mallaig ; and in 
view of the unsatisfactory nature of the 
present mail steamer service to Storno- 
way, will every effort be made to secure 
a fast and well-equipped steamer for the 
new service between Mallaig and Storno- 
way. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General has for some time past 
been in communication with the North 
British Railway Company as regards the 
practicability of using the Mallaig route 
for the mail service to Stornoway and 
other places, when the new railway to 
Mallaig is opened ; but time tables have 
not yet been issued by the company, and 
the Postmaster General is awaiting 
further information from them. 


MIDHURST EX-POSTMASTER. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will take into consideration the 
application of Mr. William Joyes, late 
postmaster of Midhurst, Sussex, for a 
pension, Mr. Joyes having been called 
upon to resign under the age limit, after 
an uninterrupted service of thirty-three 
years in the Post Office, during which his 
whole time has been given to the duties 
of his oftice. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. 
Joyes, late postmaster of Midhurst, carried | 
on a private business, and could not in 
these circumstances be certified to have 
given his whole time to the public service. 
This being so he was ineligible for any 
henefit under the Superannuation Acts. 


SCOTTISH FISHERIES—ILLEGAL 
TRAWLING IN BROAD BAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that from 
the new lighthouse at Tuimpan Head, 
Island of Lewis, the presence of trawlers 
in Broad Bay may be readily detected ; 
and will he, with a view to the preven- 
tion of illegal trawling in the bay, con- 
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jsider the expediency of making euch 


arrangements with the Northern Light- 
house Commissioners as will enable the 
lightkeepers to report any trawlers seen 
trawling in the bay. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): There 
are considerable difficulties in the way 
of adopting the suggestions, but it will 
be considered. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land has received a letter, signed by the 
Secretary to the Lewis and Harris Fisher- 
men’s Association, dated 16th November, 
1900, stating that illegal trawling is still 
extensively prosecuted in Broad Bay, 
Lewis ; and will he consider the ex- 
pediency of securing a picket or other 
boat for service in the bays and lochs 
around the coast of Lewis. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has received the 
letter in question. The vessel at present 
patrolling the coast of Lewis has paid 
special attention to Broad Bay, but the 
only trawlers sighted, seven in number, 
were at work fourteen miles from the 
coast. In present circumstances the 
answer to the last paragraph of the ques- 
tion is in the negative. 


LOCHBROOM PARISH COUNCIL 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the result of 
the recent audit of the accounts of the 
Lochbroom Parish Council by the Local 
Government Board. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed that the auditor’s report and 
abstract of accounts have not yet been 
received by the Local Government Board. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state whether the 
circular letter sent out some time since 
by the Secretary for Scotland to land- 
lords in the highlands and islands of 
Scotland has yet resulted in offers of 
land to the Congested Districts Board. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 


informed that land has been offered for 
holdings in Skye, Harris, North Uist, 
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Mull and Sutherlandshire, although no | 


crofter has as yet been emigrated from 
congested districts to other parts of 
Scotland. The Congested Districts Board 


have completed arrangements, so far as | 


they are concerned, for the creation of 
holdings in certain places, and in some 
cases new holdings have actually been 
occupied. The Board are also nego- 
tiating about others. Full details will 
be given in their next annual report. 


IRISH GUARANTEED RAILWAYS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether, 
owing to the framing of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, the baronial representation on 
the directorate of certain guaranteed 
railways was unintentionally abolished in 
certain cases, and, as the late Chief 
Secretary undertook to provide for this 
omission by rule, could he say when the 
proposed new regulations would be made 
known. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ArTKINson, Londonderry, 
N.): The election of directors to represent 
guaranteeing baronies has only been inter- 
tered with where boundaries were altered 
under the Local Government Act. Under 
Article 18 of the Transitory Provisions 
Order in Council regulations have been 
issued providing for elections in the case 
of certain of these guaranteed lines, and 
further regulations are in preparation in 
the case of the remaining railways. Some 
delay unavoidably takes place in the 
issue of these Orders, as it is the practice 
of the Local Government Board to con- 
sult the various local authorities concerned 
before making the Orders final. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The publication 
of the new regulations was promised last 
session. 


IRISH RAILWAY FARES. 

CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if in Ireland his Department take 
the initiative in obliging railway com 
panies to run trains, or to meet trains on 
other lines, so as to convenience the 
public; also, if the Board of Trade in 
Ireland in cross-channel traffic takes the 


initiative in keeping down fares and | 


rates ; or if, on the other hand, the Board 


of Trade expects that on all or on most | 


occasions the newly-formed public bodies 
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in Ireland should take the initiative and 
should appeal against inconvenient fix- 
tures or high rates. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques- 
tion of the refusal of due facilities is one for 
the Railway Commissioners and not for 
the Board of Trade. The maximum fares 


and rates chargeable by the Irish railway 
‘companies having been determined by 


/nary court of law. 


Parliament, any excess of charge over 
those maxima can be resisted in an ordi- 
I would, however, 


'refer the hon. and gallant Member to 


Section 31 of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888. The Board of Trade 
would always be glad to act on any repre- 
sentations made under that section. The 
hon. and gallant Member is also probably 
aware of the powers possessed by the Irish 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction in connection with matters of 
this description. 


GALWAY COASTGUARD STATION. 

Mr. MORRIS (Galway): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Board of Admiralty will as soon as 
possible take the necessary steps to com- 
mence the erection of a new coastguard 
station at Galway. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Steps have been 
taken, but the question when the erection 
of the new buildings will be proceeded with 
depends on the relative importance of the 
work as compared with other pressing 
requirements of the coastguard in Ireland. 


COLLEGES OF PHYSICIANS 
—CORPORATION TAX. 

Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrews Universities): I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he proposes to impose the corporation 
tax (1894) on the Royal Colleges of 
Physicians in London and Edinburgh, 
having regard to the fact that the two 
colleges administer and regulate medical 
education and examination; maintain 
laboratories for original research ; that 
they are consulted by Government and 
by municipal authorities in matters relat- 
ing to public health and medical matters 
generally ; and that each fellow of the 
colleges is required to pay a stamp duty 
of £25 on election as fellow, whereas the 


ROYAL 


| Royal Institution of Civil Engineers has, 


by a decision of the House of Lords, been 


‘exempted from payment of the corpora- 
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tion tax; and whether, in face of the 
fact that the corporation tax has never 


been levied, he proposes to make the Royal | 


Colleges liable for five years of arrears, 
thus placing a strain on the resources of 
two bodies who perform the services 
indicated for the State. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The ques- 
tion of the liability of the Royal Colleges 
of Physicians in London and Edinburgh 
to pay Corporation Duty was raised by 
the Board of Inland Revenue in 1894, but 
was disputed by the Colleges. It was 
allowed to remain in abeyance pending 
a decision on a similar claim, made on 
the Royal College of Surgeons, which has 
since been decided in favour of the 
Crown by the Court of Appeal. Follow- 
ing this decision the Board of Inland 
Revenue feel compelled ,to press their 
claim on the Royal Colleges of Physicians. 
The facts of the case differ from those 
in the case of the Royal Institution of 
Civil Engineers. 


MONOPOLY VALUE OF PUBLICANS’ 
LICENCES. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether before imposing 
additional taxation on the country he 
will consider the possibility of appro- 
priating for the public service the mono- 
poly value of publicans’ licences, arising 
irom the present scale of duties. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The sub- 


ject referred to no doubt deserves con- 


sideration, but, as I have stated before 
in reply to the hon. Member, I think it 
must be considered rather in connection 


with local taxation, to which the pro-| 
ceeds of these licences are at present | 
devoted, than in connection with Imperial | 


taxation. 


DELETERIOUS MATTERS IN BEER. 

Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, | 
Sudbury): I beg to ask the First Lord | 
of the Treasury what action the Govern- | 
ment intend to take in view of the 
epidemic in Manchester and other places 
attributed to the presence of poison in 
beer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that his department has, from 
the first outbreak of the epidemic, had the 
matter under observation. One of the! 
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| medical inspectors of the Board has visited 
the places affected, and has been instructed 
to obtain all possible information on the 
subject from those who, in brewing or in 
other manufactures, use brewers’ sugar, 
and including the action taken by local 
authorities for detecting arsenic and other 
substances in manufacture. The Board 
have addressed a circular to local authori- 
ties recommending that analysis should 
\be made of beer and articles of food in 
‘which glucose and similar substances are 


used. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL—THEFT OF 
NELSON RELICS. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can give any information respecting 
the robbery of Nelson relics at Greenwich 
Hospital ; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government will consider the question of 
the removal of those that remain to the 
Museum of the Royal United Service 
Institution, Whitehall, under conditions 
affording more adequate security for their 
‘safe custody. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. and gallant friend I have to say 
that on Saturday evening eighteen articles, 
of which thirteen were Nelson relics, 
chiefly medals, were abstracted from cases 
in the Painted Hall at Greenwich Hospital. 
As the matter is now in the hands of the 
police I cannot give further details. A 
reward of £200 has been offered for the 
recovery of the articles, which, I am in- 
formed, considerably exceeds their in- 
trinsic value. The question of safe 
custody of the other articles is under 
consideration, and meanwhile they are 
locked up in the strong-room. 

Captain NORTON: Is it a fact that 
these priceless national relics were left in 
the building without any night protection, 


‘and were only in charge of old pensioners ? 


Was not this too great a responsibility to 
place upon men in that position ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Army (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATE, 
1900-1901. 
Mr. JAMES WILLIAM LOWTHER (Cum- 
berland, Penrith), upon the Motion of 
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Mr. Balfour, took the Chair as Chairman | which was seconded by the strategy and 


of Ways and Means. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


decision of Lord Roberts, resulted in a 


complete change in the whole position of 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): | 


[ confess I feel a certain measure of dis- 
quietude that, upon this the first occasion 
upon which I am called upon to address 
the House in my present position, I 


should have to ask for so large a Supple- | 


mentary Estimate as that which we have 
before us to-night. I have had consider- 
able experience in moving Supplementary 
Estimates, but I have never diverged 
from the feeling that it is the business of 
a Department, and the duty of the respon- 
sible Ministers, in ordinary times so to 
take stock of the position that in present- 
ing Estimates they should endeavour to 
obtain a fair measure of the require- 


ments for the year, and to avoid 
further demands upon Parliament at 
doubtful and uncertain periods of 


the session, rather endeavouring to leave 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the public in the first instance in 
possession of the full demands. But it 
will be recognised by every member of 
the Committee that this is not an ordi- 
nary year, that circumstances have been 
exceptional from first to last. It would 
have been as grave an error on the part 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
the War Office to have come here pre- 
viously and asked for sixteen millions 
too much as to ask for sixteen millions too 
little. We have had one Supplementary 


affairs in South Africa. In the first six 
months of this year Ladysmith, Kimber- 
ley, and Mafeking were relieved, Pretoria 
and Bloemfontein were occupied, and the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal 
were annexed to the Queen’s dominions, 
The early expectations which might well 
have been legitimately held by those 
responsible for making our Estimates 
up to the close of the year have 
been disappointed. I think that any- 
body who knew of the dispersal of the 
Boer troops, and who was aware of the 
opinion which our own generals enter- 
tained as to the probable course of the war 
last July, would have said that the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer and my prede- 


cessor, Lord Lansdowne, were justified in, 
the basis they took for the probable cost 
of the provision for the war. That basis 
was of this description: They estimated 
that during the quarter which began last 
July the war would proceed on the 
normal highest level it had reached, of 
about 230,000 men in South Africa ; but 
that from October to December, the 
month in which we now are, that provi- 


sion might be legitimately reduced to 


half, and that for the last quarter of the 


Estimate already this year, and I may | 


be asked why in July was it not possible 
to form a more accurate estimate of our 
war liabilities. Perhaps I may be 
pardoned if to-night I ask the Committee 
briefly to consider what the position was 
last July and what it is now, marking 
the close of what may be termed the 
second period of the war. 
period was comprised in the three months 
ending with December last year—three 
months, to a large extent, of miscalcula- 
tions and disappointments; miscaleula- 
tion of the strength required and the 
work for our troops, disappointment 
at the manner in which some of the 
operations were carried out. These three 
months ending with December were suc- 
ceeded by a period of six months and the 
Estimates of last July. During that 
period of six months this country made a 
great effort and embarked 150,000 troops 
for South Africa, and this great effort, 


The first | 


year, on which we are now entering, we 
might probably hope that the war would 
be run at about a quarter of the enormous 
cost entailed when the full body of troops 
were assembled in South Africa. In one 
respect a complete account of what has 
occurred shows that those expectations 
were too sanguine. The war has had to 
be maintained up to the present date at 
the full level, the same number of troops 
practically are there, the same number 
of supplies are being shipped week 
by week, the strength of our forces can- 
not immediately, at all events, be de- 
creased, and, unpalatable as it may be to 
all of us, unexpected as it is to most of 
us, we must look forward until 31st March 
next to an expenditure little short of that 
which we have been incurring during the 
whole of the present financial year. Now, 
I think it is very natural that even in 
this House of Parliament, in which, with 
hardly a dissentient voice, every Member 
is prepared to say that as long as the war 
goes on it must be sustained in a manner 
which is worthy of those of us who have 
to provide for those who are fighting on 
our behalf, we should be asked whether 
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there is any prospect, and at what period, 
that the troops may be reduced, whether 
there are any changes in military policy 
in the Transvaal which may cause us to 
carry on the war at a less expenditure, 
and whether we can form any estimate of 
its probable duration. In one respect, as 


[ have said, in our expectations we were | 


too sanguine. And yet I think that if 
we go closely into this war and the form 


which it has now assumed, and compare | 
it with other wars which have assumed | 


the same form under similar conditions, 
we shall 
the war, as far as it has gone in 
the last six months, reflects discredit in 
any way on those who have had to under- 
take it. The organised resistance of our 
adversaries in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colony has been changed to guerilla 
warfare, which has proved exceedingly 
harassing to our troops, and which has 
occupied, with the long lines of com- 
munication we have had to hold, the whole 
hody of troops which has been landed in 
South Africa. 
spect is not in the least different from that 
of other nations who have undertaken a 
similar task. Anybody who has studied 
history is perfectly aware that when men 
are determined enough, or are desperate 
enough, to abandon the ordinary course 
of war, and, without any belief possibly, 
probably without any hope, of ultimate 
success, are willing to put their country 
to the extreme trouble of devasta- 
tion, and to put their adversaries 
to the extreme harassment which is 


caused by guerilla warfare, they are | 


able to prolong this trouble for a great 
number of months. There is this that is 
common, I believe, to those examples 
which have taken place in the present 


century, and we know it must be the | 


result in this case, that such a policy on 
the part of the adventurers, though it 
may prolong the war for a great period, 
cannot—and never has without external 
aid—ultimately prove successful. If I 
remind the Committee of cases that have 
occurred in the present century, I do so 
simply in order to justify the retention 
of this large body of troops for so com- 
paratively small a number of men in 
arms against us. At the beginning of 
the century the French troops occupied 
Spain for five years with a body of 
troops nearly amounting to 400,000 
men. They had against them an 
enemy miserably equipped, inexpert 
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‘The number of the 
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|in the field, but expert in all the arts 
|of guerilla warfare. During the course 
| of those five years the French army, I 
‘believe, lost more than in any cam- 
| paign, except the retreat from Moscow 
/and the campaign of 1813. I was 
only going to point out what is the power 
of men who are determined to carry on 
|this particular warfare. I will mention 
one single point. It is on record that no 
despatch could be carried from one French 
general to another without an escort of 
, 200 men. In the course of a single year 
200 French officers, or an average of four: 
a week, who carried despatches, were cut 
off and slaughtered. What was the ex- 
perience of the French in Spain was also. 
the experience of the Spaniards in Cuba. 
Recently, there have been two insurrec- 
tions in Cuba—one lasted for ten years, 
‘from 1868 to 1878 ; the other three years 
from 1895 to 1898. In May, 1898, the 
Spaniards had 227,000 men in Cuba. 
Cubans was from 
about 30,000 to 50,000. The American 
general, General Lawton, who on coming 
over with a rescuing force reported upon 
| them, explained that they were useless as 
soldiers. And yet that small body of 
troops stretched over an island only 
covering 42,000 square miles, with arms. 
‘of all patterns and without artillery, 
were able to keep 227,000 Spanish 


| soldiers from conquering the island for 


‘over three years. What the experience of 
| the Spaniards was in Cuba is going on at 
this moment in the case of the Americans 
| in the Philippines. The revolution against 
the Americans in the Philippines broke- 
| out on 4th Fepruary, 1899 ; it is not yet 
over. They had at first 50,000 troops, 
and we are told that 150,000 men will be 
| required before the business can be com- 
pleted. In a despatch General Otis said 
he believed 25,000 rifles, with but little- 
| ammunition, was all the insurgents could 
‘boast of. Nobody supposes that the in- 
/surgents in the Philippines will succeed 
‘in face of the spirit shown by the 
| American troops. Nobody doubts what 
ithe result must be, but that result has 
| been delayed much longer than I hope 
| will be the case in the Transvaal. I hope 
|I have not wearied the Committee; |! 


| have only stated these points in order to 


| drawthis comparison. Whatit took 400,000 
| Frenchmen to do in Spain and 227,000 
| Spaniards in Cuba, what it is taking 
100,000 Americans to do in the Philip- 
‘pines against troops ill-equipped, badly 
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armed, badly officered, and in every 
respect badly found, it is not surprising 
that we should find some difficulty in 
doing in the Orange River Colony and 
the Transvaal, over a country as large as 
Spain, Cuba, and the Philippines put. to- 
gether, with immense lines of communica- 
tion, against an enemy whose bravery 
none of us will deny, whose equipment 
leaves nothing, for that country, to be 
desired, and who have shown an extraor- 
inary power of using strategic means to 
make the best of their country. There- 
fore, I think that if our expectations were 
too favourable they were formed because 
those engaged on the spot who were best 
qualified to speak, were convinced that 
the collapse of the Boer army would end 
in the submission of the Boer leaders. 
Now we are face to face with the diffi- 
culty of carrying on this warfare under 
different conditions. I do not propose to 
justify this Estimate in detail, because as 
far as it goes it allows for no change of 
policy or procedure on the part of our 
generals from that which we have had to 
provide for in the last six months. It 
consists of £16,000,000. Of that 
£500,000 is taken for the operations in 
China, which have not got to do with the 
Transvaal. Then £1,000,000 is taken 
for the provision of the police, which we 
believe will be a more useful force for 
the purposes which have to be carried 
out than even the Regular soldiers. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): How many ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: We have taken 
roughly, as the maximum, 10,000 police. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Where is the 
pay shown in the Estimate ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : It is shown under 
the general charges. I should perhaps 
say that the larger part of the charge for 
these police is for their outfit, transport, 
and for their provisions. Of course, the 
force is not yet ready ; it has only just 
begun to be started. We have to enlist 
them, as well as equip ar-d transport them, 
and the matter is one of account between 
us and the Colonial Department. Ulti- 
mately a considerable share of this 
burden will, we trust, be borne by the 
colony. 

Mr. Brodrick. 
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Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will 


the right hon. Gentleman say how many 
of them have enlisted at the Cape ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I telegraphed to 
the Cape for that information, and I have 
not yet got it. I hope to get it before 
many hours are over. I cannot say what 
has been the enlistment here, but a very 
large number of men have come forward. 
One million more we estimate is taken for 
the repairs of railways. That is a repro- 
ductive expenditure, and the question of 
the incidence of that charge will have to 
be settled as between Her Majesty’s 
Government and these railway companies. 
But as regards the remainder of the 
charge, £13,500,000 is simply, if I 
might so term it, continuation of service. 
It is for continuing to provide practically 
unstinted supplies as far as the generals 
call upon us for the active prosecution of 
the war. I am not going to say a single 
word to-night either in vindication of the 
policy of the war or the administration of 
the war, or the future conduct of the war. 
I am ready to answer, to the best of my 
ability, any points which may be raised 
with regard to any of these questions ; 


but I take it that this subject 
has been to a large extent tried 


out in the past, and if it is to 
be tried again it must be tried as a 
whole. But I should like to say this: 
that so far as I can ascertain—and the 
Committee, I am sure, will admit that I 
have no responsibility, and can only speak 
from what I have been told—although 
we have paid enormous sums, and 
although we have had to call upon this 
House to provide on a scale on which 
prevision has never hitherto been made 
for any force that has left these shores, 
yet we may lay one thing to our satis- 
faction. A great many hard things have 
been said about the War Office, a great 
many insinuations which I could rebut 
have been made about their administra- 
tion, but I will not touch those. It is 
worth saying this: whatever may have 
been the sufferings of our troops in the 
Transvaal, whatever deficiencies may 
have been found at one place or another, 
owing to the difficulties of transport over 
enormous distances, to the rapid move- 
ments of troops and to the necessity of a 
strategy conducted on a scale which has 
not been hitherto usual in the art of war, 
there has been no case, so far as I know, 
during which, in these twelve months of 
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strain, a single man in the army of South 
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|served with such satisfaction ; thirty 


Africa has gone hungry, or a single | Militia regiments, who are also Volun- 


column has been stopped for want of sup- 
plies, or a single operation of any general 
has had to be checked for want of material 
which has not been delivered in Cape 
Town, or Durban, or wherever it was 
desired, by those responsible at home. I 
feel at least that if they had to pay largely 
it is not due to any remissnes3 on this 
side that our troops have had to suffer 
Having said 
that I do not propose to justify the items 
Perhaps I 
may be allowed to take this opportunity 
ef saying one word as to the nature of 
the troops whom it is proposed to keep in 
South Africa under this Supplementary 
Since I have been in office I 
have been inundated with letters asking 
me whether there is no possibility of 
releasing those who came forward as 
Volunteers to serve the Queen and who 
are now engaged in hostilities in South 


from shortness of supplies. 


of the Estimate any further. 


istimate. 


Africa. I should like to say in the first 


instance that, as will be found from the 


return which, on the motion of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, I had prepared for him and 
have laid on the Table of the House, we 
had not been remiss in using the Regular 
troops of the Queen before calling upon 
others to volunteer. When the war broke 
out we had in South Africa in round 
figures 10,000 men, all Regular troops. 
We have in the fourteen months which 
have since elapsed sent from this country 
and landed in South Africa 175,000 


Regular soldiers, a number which exceeds | 


by far any number which any Minister 
from this bench or any gentleman sitting 
behind these benches or in front of them 
ever suggested that this country ought to 


he in a position to ship to any part of | 


the world, and a number far in excess of 


that which, during any period that I have | 


sat in the House any Member of the 
House, except an official, would have been 
willing to believe that the War Office 
could find to dispose of. But they are 
not the only troops. We have called 
on them, [ will not say to the 
extreme limit of our power, but, 
at all events, with an unsparing hand. 
But you have in addition, as this return 
will show, some 40,000 Volunteers of 
various descriptions from the United 
Kingdom—40,000 including the Imperial 
Yeomanry, whose service is spoken of by 
every officer under whom they have 


VOL, LXXXVUI. [Fourtu Serres. ] 


teers, since their term of service was only 
for the United Kingdom, and who have 
| gone abroad at great personal sacrifice to 
themselves ; and the Volunteer companies 
who have joined the Regular battalions. 
You have also got 40,000 colonial troops, 
to a large extent, no dceubt, men raised in 
the colonies affected, and, as everybody 
knows, to a still larger extent consisting 
of men who have gone fora year from 
Australia, Canada, and other places. I 
want, withthe indulgence of the Committee, 
to say one word about these men. All of 
these men are suffering from the natural 
desire to return home. They all of them 
| have left their homes for a much longer 
period than they believed they would ; 
many of them left their business ; some, 
perhaps, may have lost largely in pocket 
by the transaction ; some have sacrificed 
their health; some of their comrades 
‘have lost their lives; and I believe that 
without exception, these men who came 
forward believed that the overwhelming 
force which it was in our power to put 
into the field would cause the emergency 
for which they were summoned to be but 
a temporary emergency, and they were 
fired with the idea of sharing with the 
Regular Army in the fatigues and also in 
the glory of a great battle, and then 
probably returning to their homes. That 
expectation has been disappointed. They 
have had long marches to march and wet 
| bivouaes, they have often had insufficient 
' food, and the course of events has tended 
terribly to increase the labour of the 
troops involved. The service of most of 
them exceeded one year, and instead of 
brilliant engagements they have had, toa 
large extent, for the last three months to 
serve on police duty, from which the 
| glamour of war is absent, in which the 
danger of war remains. I take this 
opportunity, if I may, of replying to 
correspondents who are far too numerous 
for me personally to answer. Conscious 
as we are of the strain that has been 
imposed upon them, and well as we are 
aware of the desire to return home, we 
must for the present ask them to make a 
further sacrifice and remain at the post 
which they have undertaken to fill. [ do 
so not from any feeling that they need 
lose patience or confidence as to the early 
issue of the result of their labours in the 
war. As everybody knows, the moment 
when you feel the strain yourself most is 


y 
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the moment when your adversary is 
usually feeling the same strain to the 
snapping point. That, I believe, is the 
position at the present moment. There 
may be weariness, but there is no ground 
for discouragement. 
not merely in the interests of this country, 
whose honour is at stake, but in the inte- 
rests of the new colonies, whose future 
existence and whose prosperity in the 
near future will be measured by the 
prompt ending of this devastating war ; 
also in the interests of the Boers them- 
selves who are still in arms and to whom 
Lord Roberts has held out the opportunity 
of surrendering and settling down as 
peaceful citizens; our policy can only be 
this—to pursue the war with the strongest 
possible force, with a continuous stream 
of military supplies, and with absolutely 
unrelenting forces in respect of the num- 
bers with which we will overwhelm resis- 
tance, in order that we may the more 
quickly bring back that country to peace. 
I believe that is the only humane policy 
we can undertake at this moment. For 


that we must ask, not only our 
Regular troops, whom we have a 


right to call upon, but our Volunteer 
troops to second our efforts, and not to 
relax their spirit at the moment when 
we believe we are near reaching the 
climax. Before the House meets in 
February I trust we may be able at all 
events to give much more satisfactory 
assurances than we are in a position to 
make now. Anything I could say to the 
Committee at this moment would be 
thrown away. I have only had three or 
four weeks of office. Though I have not 
heen inactive during that period, I have 
not had the opportunity, the Govern- 
ment has not had the opportunity, of 
communicating personally with Lord 
Roberts, which we shali enjoy, I trust, 
before February. We have not been 
able yet to hear from Lord Kitchener his 
views on the suggestions we have made 
to him and on the policy which, now that 
the war has assumed a_ different 
phase, it will be natural for us 
iil the present circumstances to a adopt. 
Though I can make no definite pro- 
nouncement, I would ask the Committee 
to have confidence. We are not drifting, 
we are not deceiving ourselves, either as 
to the magnitude of the demands which 
we are compelled to make, or as to the 
necessity, as far as is possible, of bringing 
them to a close. We are closely watch- 
Mr. Brodrick: 
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ing the future. Our generals in South 
Africa naturally feel that their honour is 
concerned in bringing, within the re- 
cognised rules of wartare, the war to a 
speedy conclusion, and I think that this 
Committee will feel that any Government 
which is worthy of the name must also 
feel, as we do, that our credit as Ministers 
is concerned, not merely in bringing the 
war to an early conclusion, but in estab- 
lishing on the foundation of it a peaceful 
and prosperous South Africa. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £16,000,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending 31st day of March, 1901, for 
Additional Expenditure, due to the War 
in South Africa and to Affairs in China, 
in respect of the following Army Services, 
viz :— 

£ 
Vote 6. Transport and 
Remounts - . - 

Vote 7. Provisions, Forage 

and other Supplies - 

Vote 8. Clothing kstablish- 


5,300,000 


4,250,000 


ments and Services 750,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other 
Stores- - -  - 4,700,000 
Vote 10. Works, ete. : Cost 
(including Staff for En- 
gineer Services) - - 1,000,000 
Total - - £16,000,000” 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: My 
first object in rising is to congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman upon the statement 
he has laid before the Committee. [ con- 
gratulate him upon the frankness of his 
statement as to the condition in which we 
now find ourselves. This is the first time 
we have really had made to us an admis- 
sion and a confession not only of the 
errors of the past but of the prospects of 
the future. Weon this side of the House 
have sometimes been accused of being 
pessimists, but a more discouraging state- 
ment than that which has just been made 
I have never heard. I believe it to be a 
true statement ; indeed, a great deal of 
what I proposed to say to the House has 
been already said by the Secretary of 
State for War. If he will allow me, I 


| will endeavour to expand the prospects 


the right hon. Gentleman has held out. 
I must also congratulate the right hon. 
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Gentleman that he at least has seen the 
propriety of submitting to the House of 
Commons the Estimates for the expendi- 
ture, though they were expunged from 
their proper place in the Queen’s Speech. 
(he First Lord of the Treasury was 
yood enough to ask me to express my 
opinion upon that subject. He was good 
enough to say I had a constitutional 
mind. It sounded like a compliment, but 
[ do not think it was intended as one. I 
never recriminate, and therefore I should 
be the last person in the world to suggest 
that the right hon. Gentleman has a 
constitutional mind. I have long sat op- 
posite to him, and I have always observed 
ie has what I may call a philosophical dis- 
dain for constitutional principles, and, 
above all, for constitutional formule. He 
regards them as matters of indifference. 
Che other night he said so long as you 
get the money, what does it signify how 
you get it? LI really believe from what I 
have seen of the right hon. Gentleman 
that he would think it perfectly imma- 
terial in which House of Parliament Esti- 
mates were presented so long as the 
Government came in possession of money. 
For one moment I, with my constitutional 
mind, may be allowed to say what I think 
about it. The Constitution of this 
country is not a written Constitution ; it 
depends upon tradition and practice, and 
that tradition and practice are declared in 
certain solemn and well-established for- 
mulw, one of which is that the Crown 
comes for money to the House of Com- 
mons, and the House of Commons alone. 
The right hon. Gentleman calls that 
constitutional etiquette. I think our 
ancestors would have been rather sur- 
prised to hear that called “etiquette.” 
He says it is antiquated. Of course it is 
antiquated. The British Constitution is 
antiquated. The Crown is antiquated, and 
many matters connected with the Crown 
are antiquated. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is Leader of the House of Commons 
and the guardian of its privileges. He is 
more than that; he is the head of what 
is called the Constitutional party. If 
these are his views, they are not mine. 
In a Cabinet of twenty, where there area 
few old Whigs who have gone astray, I 
should have thought there might have 
been one or two to say a word for the 
Constitution. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will excuse me for having ex- 
pressed my constitutional mind upon his 
treatment of this particular matter. 
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last we have got these Estimates here, 
and I think it would have been better if, 
instead of defending the procedure 
adopted upon this occasion, so that it 
might be regarded as a precedent in the 
future, he had admitted that there had 
been an unfortunate blunder which 
belonged to the slipshod manner of con- 
ducting public affairs with which we 
have of late been made too familiar, 
and that it must not be taken as 
a precedent. Well, now, as to the 
Estimates which have been placed 
before us. I have never altered, and I do 
not alter, the opinion I have expressed in 
former times of the circumstances which 
have led to what the Secretary of State 
for War has most properly called this 
unhappy war. But I have upon all occa- 
sions since the war was declared felt it my 
duty to support the demands which were 
made on behalf of the country for the 
proper carrying on of the war. What- 
ever may be our opinion of the origin of 
the war, I think we are all agreed that 
from every consideration of humanity and 
policy everything should be done to bring 
it to the earliest conclusion. Therefore, 
I do not rise to oppose this Estimate ; but 
there are some things which have to be 
said, and a good many of them have been 
already said by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, before the Estimate is voted. I took 
occasion last July to criticise the practice 
which has arisen in this case, no doubt, as 
the right hon. Gentleman said, from the 
exceptional circumstances of these suc- 
cessive Estimates. We have heard a 
great deal lately of what are called cumu- 
lative poisons, which are very dangerous 
in their operations. Cumulative Esti- 
mates are very injurious to the financial 
system, and we were told last July, 
indeed, we knew last July, that there 
had been four Estimates given during the 
course of the present war. This is the 
fifth. The right hon. Gentleman, with 


| great frankness, has admitted what every- 


body knows to be the fact, that these 
successive Estimates were due to miscal- 
culation. Yes, what we have charged 
against the Government and what I 
charge now is that from the very first 
they utterly misunderstood and misap- 
prehended the character of the occasion 
and the spirit of the people against whom 
they were waging war. Let us look a 
little at what took place. It has been 


well said that you conducted your nego- 


At tiations when you broke off in September 


Y2 
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as if war was certain, and that you con- 
ducted your military operations as if 
there never would be war at all. It should 
have been the very reverse. The great 


authority who inspires and dominates | 


the councils of the Cape—-I need not say 
Mr. Rhodes —assured everybody that 
President Kruger would never fight. 
Then you took £10,000,000 to dispose of 
this war of which we have heard a de- 
scription given by the Secretary of State 
for War. You apparently thought 
you had only to blow’ your 
and that the walls of Pretoria would 
fall. Then you found that that was 
not the case, and you sent out a very 
able general in Sir Redvers Buller. What 
Sir Redvers Buller’s position was when he 
arrived at the end of October he has told 
you in that very remarkable speech he 
made in Natal on his departure. He said 
that when he arrived he found that 
British territory had been invaded, that 
Mafeking and Kimberley were besieged, 
that Ladysmith had just been surrounded, 


and that the passes into the Cape Colony | 


were occupied. He added that he had 
only at his disposal a handful of men, that 
an advance was impossible until more 
troops arrived, and that they were not in 
a position to advance for twelve weeks 
after his arrival. Then came the disasters 
of last winter, on which I will not dwell 
-—they are too sadly burned into our 
memories ; and then you sent out, and 
not an hour too soon, those distinguished 
men, Lord Roberts and Lord Kit -hener. 
The right hon. Gentleman has rightly 
described the course of the campaign. 
You thought at first the war was over 
with your 10,000 men. It was not over. 
You thought your war was over when you 
sent out Sir Redvers Buller and his troops. 
It was not over—it was very nearly over 
in another sense. And then you poured 
into South Africa your reinforcements by 
thousands, by hundreds of thousands, 


and by the strategy of your generals | i 


and the bravery of your troops you de- 


feated the main forces of the enemy. You | 


relieved Mafeking and Kimberley, and 
you raised the siege of Ladysmith. And 
then you thought the war was over. 
You proceeded on that calculation, and 
now it is four or five months since you 


came to this House and told us that prac- | 


tically the war was over. You asked for an 
Estimate of £11,000,000 sterling, which 
was to wind up the war and to bring back 
the troops. The statement of the right 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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| hon. Gentleman who is now Chief Secre- 
‘tary for Ireland was that you were to 
| bring back 135,000 men, that you were 
| to leave in the Cape 45,000 men, of whom 
30,000 were to be a permanent garrison 
and 15,000 settlers. I shall have some- 
thing to say about those settlers pre- 
sently. That was the expectation held 
out to us, and we were told that the war 
was over. You had broken down, no 
doubt, the main forces of the enemy, you 
had overthrown the Governments of both 
Republics, and you had nobody left with 
whom you could make peace. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman, with historical 
recollections, comes and tells us what 
a terrible thing guerilla warfare is. Have 
the Government been reading up the 
history of guerilla warfare since last July ? 
One would suppose that among the 
| twenty members of the Cabinet there was 
not a copy of Napier’s “ Peninsular War.” 
What did you expect? The right hon. 
Gentleman said that because they had 
overthrown the Governments therefore 
the war was over. It is because you have 
never understood that there is no truth 


in the statement made the other day by 


Mr Rhodes that this was not a war 
against the Dutch, but a war against 
President Kruger. It was never any- 
thing of the kind, and you ought to have 
known it. You were told by people who 
knew the matter better and had no 
interest in deluding the public that from 
the first this has been, and it is now, a 
racial war. That is the secret of the 
whole transaction. That is the secret of 
your miscalzulations. You thought that 
when President Kruger was deprived and 
léft the Cape there was nothing to be met 
with but this guerilla warfare. Why did 
‘this guerilla warefare come on ! Because, 
as I say, it is not a war of Governments, 
but a ‘onflict of races. That is the history 
of it, and it is practically confessed 
by the Secretary of State to-day, and 
it is a very serious matter indeed. 
We have come, therefore, to a new de- 
parture. At all events, it will be a new 
revelation to those in this country who 
have been induced to take a very different 
view of the matter. Let us see what it 
is that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War holds out to us. The 
right hon. Gentleman was good enough, at 
| my request, to have a table made out of 
|the troops that are there now, and it is 
very important, because he tells us that 
there they are to remain. That is a thing 
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which to-morrow will be learnt with 
dismay inthe country. In July last you 
were told that they were all to come 
home, with the exception of a small 
garrison. In thinking that you can 
garrison a country which is a big as Cuba 
and Spain put together with 30,000 men, 
you are making for yourselves another 
delusion. You will be greatly mistaken 
if you think you can garrison the 
people of that country who are so for- 
midable in guerilla warfare with 30,000 
men. You talk of a police force. It 
is avery good idea, but what is the force ? 
[ was astounded at the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman that he had taken 
£1,000,000 for this purpose. Police are | 
an extremely expensive force. They will 
cost twice, I believe nearly three times, 
as much as Regular troops. They are to 
be men of a very high class, as they | 
ought to be ; they are to have all sorts of | 
accomplishments ; they are to be mounted | 
men, and are to have higher pay than any- | 
thing like that given to such men in this | 
country. I have seen a very careful and | 
reasonable estimate which puts the cost | 
of 6,000 men at £1,500,000, and I believe | 
that is a low estimate. If you think you | 
are going to police the Transvaal and the | 
Free State with 6,000 men you are greatly | 
mistaken. How many men have you in | 
Ireland in the Royal Constabulary? To | 
talk of 6,000 police in a country like this 
is to talk of nothing at all. To my mind, 
20,000 men would be nearer the mark 
than 6,000. I shoule like to have from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer a little 
more accurate estimate as to the cost of | 
the 15,000 men left as settlers in South 
Africa. I have meta good many men of 
all classes who have come back from South | 
Africa recently, but Ido not happen to 
have encountered the man who desires to | 
settle in South Africa. We were told 
that we had the advantage at the General | 
Election of the absence of 200,000 voters | 
who were kept out there. I am not quite 
sure that they would all have voted 
against us. There they are, and there 
they are toremain. Now just let us look 
at this table. By some accident it only 
gives the rank and file and non-commis- | 
sioned officers. Jt is a very terrible 
Return, and I think it is worthy of the 
attention of the men who delight in war, 
of whom, I am afraid, there are unhappily 
not afew. I have made a short analysis | 
of the paper. It shows that the garrison | 
at the Cape before the war was 9,600. | 
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Reinforcements of 6,300 men were sent 
out in October last year, and from India 
5,600, which, with the former garrison, 
made up 21,000 in ali when the war 
broke out. Up to August—that is, after 
the last Estimate for 1900—according to 
this table 267,000 men had been in arms 
in South Africa—-that is without the 
otticers. Therefore I will call it 270,000 


men in round numbers. I think 
the right hon. Gentleman made 
a mistake when he said that the 
colonial troops were more numerous 


from beyond the seas than they were 
in the Cape. That is a mistake. This 
return shows that the men raised in South 
Africa were 30,000, and, apart from them, 
the colonials from beyond the seas were 
11,000. 


Mr. BRODRICK : That was a slip of 


the tongue. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Accord- 
ing to the last Return there were 210,000 
men in South Africa. You will observe 
that there is a balance of some 60,000 or 
70,000 men. What has become of those 
men? You would find from this Return, 
one would suppose, that a good many of 
these have returned safe and sound to 
England. No, Sir; the men who have 
returned to England according to this 
paper, not invalids, are 7,500, and to the 
colonies 3,000 more. That makes 10,000 
men, or with the officers about 11,000 
men. But since July you have sent out 
13,000 men to South Africa, more, in 
fact, than you have been bringing home, 
and yet you have only 210,000 men 
there. Now, Sir, how is this accounted 


for? First of all you have the heading, 
“killed or died of wounds,” 11,000 
men. You have “ wounded ” 13,000, you 


have “in hospital in South Africa,” 
12,000, and you have “returned to Eng- 
land, sick, wounded, or died on passage ” 
36,000 men. That is the balance. 
Seventy thousand men_ have been 
killed, wounded, or disabled, or 
have died in this war. And now 
what is the prospect that is held before 
us with this force, once 270,000 men, and 
now 210,000, in South Africa? Lord 
Roberts has declared that the war is over, 
yet you hold out to us no prospect of 
diminishing the force you have in South 
Africa of 210,000 men. That is the pic- 
ture presented by the right hon. Gentle 
man tous to-day. The right hon. Gentle- 
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man has said, and honestly said, that he | expenditure which you have already laid 
cannot pr edict when the situation will be | | before the House of Commons. 

altered. No wonder you require an addi- | 

tional Estimate. What prospect is there; *Str CHARLES DILKE: The Secre- 
that even this Estimate will be the last | tary of State for War, of all Job’s com- 
presented to the House of Commons on forters I ever heard, has proved himself 
account of this war? We were told at | to-night the most absolutely disheartening. 
the commencement by the highest autho-| The only word of comfort which the 
rity that this would be a long, terrible, | right hon. Gentleman vouchsafed to us in 
and costly war, and that it would leave | his speech was that guerilla warfare, 
behind it bitter memories, which it would , however prolonged and terrible, was never 
take generations to efface. That is the | successful without foreign intervention. 
situation in which, having called this | He, however, omitted from his category 
House together before Christmas, you} the classical case in recent years, and 
leave us and those we represent to meditate | the one which must have been pre- 
upon the future. No doubt we ought to| sent to the mind of all. That was the 
give you the money. But the House of | case where the army of France was 
Commons and the country will think that | destr oyed in Mexico by guerilla warfare, 
the time has come when, having to deal | and where no foreign armed intervention 
not with Governments that you may | took place. The ” French troops were 
overthrow with overwhelming forces, | withdrawn to Vera Cruz and to the ports 
but with a _ race, a brave race} on the Pacific Coast before the Americans 
living in a country which is their own, | addressed their first Note to France. In 
they will see that it is not by accumulat-| that case the army of France was de- 
ing forces, not by perpetually increasing | stroyed, and those who know anything of 
expenditure of money and armed men, | military history are aware of what was 
but by a different policy that this matter | the effect on the French Army for years, 
will have to be settled. And here I am| what was the effect in 1866 and 1870, 
glad to recognise the speech that was | and they also know what Moltke and the 
made on Friday night by the Secretary | Germans have told us on that subject. 
of State for the Colonies—a speech which | The right hon. Gentleman has put a 
was couched in a different tone from the | worse face on the military state of the 
Ve victis of the Prime Minister in the | war to-night than has ever been done 
House of Lords, and from the gentler | before ; and unless he has overpainted 
Non possumus of the First Lord of the | his picture in black—if he has drawn ai 
Treasury. If you address yourself to this | accurate picture, and given a serious and 
question with a view to the reconcilement | accurate forecast—then the situation is 
of the races, then you will have money to | more deplorabie than has | 





peeh Tea 
put an end to this guerilla warfare. Then | lized by us up to the present time. 
you may hope that this expenditure of} My right |hon. friend the Member 
blood and treasure, this devastation of | for West Monmouthshire has made a 
what only a few months ago was a happy weighty and powerful speech on the 
and a prosperous country, will cease, and | general question of the miscalculation in 
you will have done something to relieve | these Estimates from first to last. He 
us from the terrible responsibility which | has, however, not gone into detail, and | 
this war brings in its train. As to the} would ask the Committee to consider a 
expenditure of the money, I may, perhaps, | little in detail these miscalculations of the 
have something more to say on a later! War Office. To begin with, the belief 
oceasion, hut that is a less important | of the Government that there would be 
matter. You may depend upon it that | no guerilla warfare, that the war would 
on your future dealing with these people | come suddenly to an end, was not shared 
whom you have conquered will depend | by many competent observers. At the 
your reputation in the civilised world. | very commencement of the war one of 
As to the money part of the question, do | the most distinguished foreign Ambas- 
not deceive yourselves upon it. Even | sadors in the world said in the presence 
when the war, the guerilla war as well as | of a large number of Members of this 
the regular war, has come to an end, you | House— 

will find, as I helieve, that your peace | « You will reach Bloemfontein and P retoria ; 
expenditure amidst a hostile race will not | you will succeed in the long run, but you will 
he less than the successive Estimates of | have three years of guerilla warfare. 


ir William Tleyeourt, 
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This miscalculation of the War Office has | 
run through all the Estimates placed 
before the House. I see the Chief Secie- 
tary for Ireland present. I congratulate 
him, as the whole House does, on the im- 
portant position he has won for himself by 
his eloquence and statesmanship when 
Under Secretary for War. My right 
hon. friend on 27th July last, in pre- | 
senting the former Supplementary 
Estimates made a very definite state- 
ment to the House in regard to) 
China, which shows how lax the Govern- 
ment have now been in their finance. I 
ask the House to consider what he said | 
to us about China, because if there 
seemed to be some excuse for the military 
miscalculations on account of the size of | 
the country and ignorance of its topo- 
graphy and resources when dealing with 
South Africa, and as to the gigantic and 
prolonged resistance of the Boers, that | 
could not be said about China. Last 
year we voted a million and a half for 
China that was known to be needed ; 
then half a million more, which the 
then Under Secretary said was reserve, 
and a million behind that, which he 
said was a second reserve, and which 
he explained was most unlikely to be 
needed. ‘That was to carry us on to 
April next. But on 27th of July h 
said it was impossible to give an 
accurate forecast either in the case of 
South Africa or China beyond the 
end of February. He pledged himself up 
to the end of February. Well now, what 
has happened in the case of China, which, 
by the way, has only been brought before 
us by the accident of the necessity of mak- 
ing the further African provision? What 
has happened to vitiate the whole calcula- 
tion as to the cost of the operations in 
China? We voted then a million and a 
half which he could account for, then half 
a million as reserve, and a third million 
as a second line of reserve which was 
infinitely more than the War Office 
seemed to think they woutd need up to 
the end of the financial year. Yet here 
they are already coming to the House 
and asking for half a million more for 
China. I give that as a case free from all | 
the disturbing elements which existed in 
South Africa, for there have been no de- 
veiopments in China that were not fore- 
seen in July last. Now, then, in regard to 
the South African portion of this Estimate ; 
there has been an enormous amount of | 
money voted which has not been spent ; | 


@ 
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yet we are asked here for sixteen millions 
more. Kleven millions of money we 
voted in July last have not been wholiy 
spent, and therefore have gone to sweil 
the items now before us. The Under 
Secretary for War went into a great deal 
more detail on that than on this occasion. 
He told us in regard to sea transport, 
which is the largest single item on the 
Estimate, that we were voting money 
enough for the return of the troops ; 
that we were paying also for the return 
of the Indian troops, and for the whole 
charge of returning the various colonial 
contingents. The Vote also included the 
cost of returning 135,000 troops to their 
home stations. Now all these millions of 
money have not been spent, and no state- 
ment has been made to the House as to 
how they have been wasted, or if not 
wasted, to what other heads of expendi- 
ture they have been tranferred under 
Treasury powers. ‘The money was voted 
lavishly enough for sea transport, but I 
am afraid that great sums of money have 
been wasted or paid unnecessarily, as I 
am informed, for demurrage. And so with 
regard to pay and gratuities not a quarter 
of the sum voted has been spent up to the 
present time, and I believe little is likely 
to be spent on these down to the end of 
the financial year. Another point of im- 
portance is the question of the police. 
That force is paid for from Army Esti- 
mates. Why are the men not voted? 
In every case hitherto that I know of, 
where a new force has been raised, to be 
borne and paid for on the Army Esti- 
mates, the men have been voted, or there 
has been a note to a similar effect showing 
the number of men who were to be raised. 
There is no such note in the present case. 
There is another item on this account to 
which I wish to call the attention of the 
Committee for a moment. Itis a matter 
to which we shall have to allude when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer submits his 
proposals to the Committee. Another 
million is to be spent on South African 
Railway repairs. I assume that this 
description includes the Netherlands 
Railway in the Transvaal. Is that so or 
not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It refers to mili- 
tary repairs undertaken in the course of 
the campaign. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: I may point 
out that the House debated this question 
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once before ; but the use of the railways 
has been peculiar as they affect the 
colonies. As a general rule in war the 
military seize the railways and make use 
of them without payment. That is one 
of the usages of war; but we have paid 
for every horse and every man moved by 
the railways during the war. We have 


also voted a large sum for supplementing | 


the supply of rolling stock for these rail- 
ways. We should not run the risk of 
paying three times over for the same 
thing. 
that the Netherlands Railway Company 
have taken part in this war. I have read 
with care the concessions and the instruc- 
tions of the Transvaal Government to 
their representative in Holland, and the 
company have undoubtedly violated 
their terms. The concessions will be 
found in the report of the famous Com- 
mission of Inquiry held by the Transvaal 
Government at the Rand in 1897. 
Now to whom is_ this money to 
be paid ; who accounts for it to the Trea- 
sury; and who is administering this 
Transvaal Netherlands Railway at the 
present time? At a later stage I shall 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
few questions in regard to the people who 
are holding office on that line. Now, 
generally speaking, the Government 
appear upon this occasion to have, as my 
right hon. friend said, miscalculated 
again. They have admitted miscalcula- 
tions in the past, but the right hon. 
the Secretary for War has postponed 
once more till February all that he 
has to tell us in regard to the re- 
organisation of the War Office. I should 
not be in order if, on this occasion, I were 
to enter on that question ; but the right 
hon. Gentleman has taken credit to the 
War Office that no British troops were 
starved during the war. The 
cheered ironically when he explained that 
no British troops had suffered hunger or 
hardship on account of the action of the 
War Office. After these ironical cheers 
the right hon. Gentleman finished his 
sentence and explained that the War 
Office took credit for having plumped 
down at Cape Town and Durban every- 
thing that was necessary for provisioning 
the Army—implying that it was the fault 
of the generals if their troops were 
starved. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The right hon. 


Gentleman is mistaken. I made no reflec- 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


The Committee should not forget | 


House | 
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| tion on the generals. What I said was 
| that all that the War Office could do was 

to transport the stores to places whence 
| they could be forwarded to the front. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: We take a 
‘larger view of the War Office than the 
right hon. Gentleman. We believe that 
the War Office is responsible to the 
country for the whole preparation of the 
Army for war. And with the exception 
of a few appointments made by the 
Cabinet, and on which the Secretary for 
War was consulted, they are responsible 
for the whole officers in command of the 
Army, and therefore for every deficiency 
that has taken place. The right hon. 
Gentleman concluded by saying that no 
one in this country had previously thought 
the War Office would be able to send out 
175,000 troops to South Africa. But does 
that mean that we failed to know the num- 
ber of men—Regulars, Militia, Reservists, 
Volunteers! We know the number of 
the Regular Army, and that we can send 
them out if we choose. What we do 
say is, that they did not form an army 
supplied with horses, guns, and trans- 
port ; and when we come to discuss these 
matters in February, fully and without 
the reserve imposed upon us in this ses- 
sion, we shall have to protest that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s view of planting 
down 175,000 troops at Cape Town is 
not a performance of which the War 
Office ought to be proud. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : The Committee must have heard 
with the greatest regret the pessimistic 
view taken by the Secretary for War as 
to the duration of the campaign. It is 
very doubtful whether a great deal of this 
guerilla warfare has not arisen from the 
tact that there was no civil administration 
to take the place of the military occupa- 
tion in those districts occupied by our 
troops. There was not a sufficient police 
force in the occupied areas, and when the 
| Boer prisoners, released on parole, found 
‘themselves in their homes not under 
necessary surveillance, they discovered 
that they were able to meet together, and 
the result was the re-assembling of these 
guerilla bands. I hope that the ideas 
of the Secretary of State for War will 
| not be realised, and that Lord Kitchener 
| will soon be able to put an end to this 
| guerilla warfare. 1 am very much 
| interested in the Volunteers and Yeo- 
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manry who are out in South Africa, and | 


I heard with very great regret indeed | 


that the right hon. Gentleman was not 


able to hold out any hope of their 
early return to this country. I do 
hope that if they should find it 


necessary they will appeal to the Volun- 
teers, and the forces at home who have 
been added to the Imperial Yeomanry, so 
that those men serving in South Africa 
and who wish to be relieved may be sent 
home. There 
to the recent return of some Volunteers, 
and also some Regular troops who came 
back last week or the week before last, 
there is considerable unrest among the 


Volunteer companies attached to the 
Regular battalions and the Imperial 


Yeomanry in South Africa at present. I 
am not anxious to labour this point to 
any considerable extent, but I am speak- 
ing from absolute knowledge of the facts. 
I have received many letters from mem- 
hers of the Imperial Yeomanry and mem- 
bers of the Volunteer companies giving 
proof of what I say. I have already had 
an opportunity of calling the attention of 
the Secretary of State to that, and I 
ventured to urge him last session to 
enable them to return home when the 


opportunity should offer. I know one 
company which has three times been 
ordered home and three times been 


stopped. It is natural that a considerable 
amount of dissatisfaction should be the 
result. Then as regards the Transvaal 
Police, the hope of everybody was that 
aconsiderabie body of the Volunteers 
and members of the Imperial Yeomanry 
would elect either to settle in the country 
or accept the conditions offered them in 
the new South African constabulary. At 
first I think the pay of 10s. per day was 
offered to the members of that force. 
Anybody who knows the great cost of 
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and allowances are not sufficient to 
attract the best class of men to that force, 


‘and Tam sure that any false economy 


can be no doubt that owing | 


in this respect will be a mistake. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
day, and all found. 


The pay is 5s. per 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT : You say 
“all found.” Many of these men will be 
on very detached duty indeed in lonely 
places—a bridge to watch, or a line of 
railway to protect. It will be extremely 
difficult to get supplies of any sort or 
kind, and it will be extremely hard to 


live, and the luxuries “found” will not be 


of an extensive character. I do not want 
to say that 5s. per day and rations is a 
considerable rate of pay. It is a question 
entirely of the expense to which the men 
are put, and the proof that the men of the 
Imperial Yeomanry do not consider it 
sufficient is to be found in the number of 
resignations sent in. I have received 
information on this subject- from many 
men who have come back from South 
Africa, and I myself have been in 
communication with General Baden- 
Powell. Ihave tried to persnade many 
men to go out, but they say that the pay 
in their opinion—they may be right or 
wrong—is not sufficient to attract them 
to the South African Constabulary. I 
only hope that the Secretary of State 
may be right and that he will get us as 
many men as he wants, but they are not 
to be found in the ranks of the Volun- 
teers in South Africa. There is one 
other matter I wish to call attention to. 
I have no dcubt the matter has been 
before the Secretary of State. I refer to 
the magnificent services of the 11,000 
Volunteers from the colonies. I hope 


i there is no truth in the statements which 


living i in South Africa in some of these | 


districts will appreciate that, although 
it seems a large pay to offer, it is not ex- 
cessive. But when the amount was 


suddenly reduced to 5s. a considerable 


number of the members of the Imperial | 
to do everything he possibly can to 


Yeomanry who had elected to join the 
South African constabulary 
in their resignations, and I believe ‘that 
some of the men now in the force are not 
of the character which the commandant, 
(seneral Baden-Powell, would wish to 
have under his control. This matter of 
the pay of the South African constabulary | 
isa very serious one indeed. The pay | 


| 


at once gave | 


have been made, but one regrets to see 
that some of the colonists have had to 
complain of the treatment they have 
received in this country, and of the com- 
forts provided for them on their return 
journey to their respective countries. I 
am sure the Secretary of State is anxious 


recognise the magnificent services of the 
colonies and the “colonial troops, that he 
will take care that every charge of that 
kind is carefully gone into, and that he 
will give an immediate answer to them. 
The reception given in London last week 
to the C ‘anadian Volunteers showed that 
the country is most anxious that nothing 
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should be spared in order to show our soldiers were treated not merely on 


our gratitude, not only to Canada, 
but also to the troops from Australia and 
the other colonies. The Secretary of 
State is hopeful that a considerable con- 
tribution will eventually come from the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal 
Colony to recoup the expense of the war. 
[ trust this will be so, but I would ask 
him not to be too sanguine on this matter. 
A country which has been traversed by 
200,000 troops is ina very different con- 
dition to what it was before the war. A 
very serious matter will have to be faced 
by this country, and that is the repatria- 
tion of the 16,000 prisoners. That will 
entail an enormous addition to the ex- 
pense of the country. Ido not myself 
see—and I have some knowledge of it— 
how for a considerable period these 
prisoners can be otherwise than dependent 
on British funds for their support. 
siderable contributions will have to be 
made for the re-erection of farms and 
homesteads. [An Hon. MEMBER: They 
are not all destroyed.| Of course they 
have not been all destroyed. Who ever 
said they had been all destroyed? If my 
hon. friend wiil only have patience he 
will see how many have been destroyed, 
but Lam not exceeding my duty in calling 
the attention of the Secretary of State to 
the state of affairs which undoubtedly 
exists, and in saying that a serious burden 
will be thrown upon the country in this 
matter of the repatriation of the prisouers. 
If their condition can be alleviated in any 
way by a grant of money I think it would 
be an exceedingly good thing. I can 
only hope that when the House of Com- 
mons meets in February next we may 
hear of a very different state of affairs, 
and a very different speech from the 
Secretary of State from that which we 
have heard to-night, and that he will be 
able not only to announce the complete 
termination of the war, but also that the 
Volunteers and Yeomanry have fulfilled 
the full term of their engagements. The 
Secretary of State certainly has said 
nothing to-night in that direction, and 
nothing to give rise to any false hopes, 
but when the House meets in February I 
hope he will be able to say that the 
great mass of the troops are on the way 
home. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) said he desired to call the attention 
of the Committee to the way in which 


; se 
Sir lL aecird Vineent. 


Con- , 
' referred chiefly to matters of food. 


the field, where hardships were necessarily 
to be expected, but on board ship, where 
surely better provision might be made. 
He referred to an instance which he 
had already made public — complaints 
from some of our men who had been con- 
veyed from Cape Town to Hong Kong in 
July and August this year. He should 
preface what be was about to say by 
stating that a letter which he received, 
and which was published in Zhe Times on 
the 2nd of November, was signed by 
three soldiers of the Welsh Fusiliers, for 
whose bona fides he could vouch. He 
had known two of them for many 
years, and they were not men who were 
given to grumbling unnecessarily or 
making complaints without cause. The 
troopship on which they were being con- 
veyed from Cape Town to Hong Kong 
was the “ Antillean,” and the complaints 
This 
was what they wrote 

“The food given us was bad and insufticient. 
We had bread and bisenits every alternate 
day—these were issued in the morning, and 
were used for breakfast and tea (or supper) 
dry bread, and tea without milk, as usual. 
The bread was black, sour, and heavy, the 
biscuits bore date 1870 ; consequently they 
were thirty years old, and some of them bore 
even an earlier date. Well, for dinner we had 
a dew changes of meat; nearly twice each 
week we had fresh meat. Our fare on other 
days was either salt pork, tinned meat, or salt 
beef. The latter was simply abominable. — It 
is kept in rongh-looking tubs, and was dated 
1873. This then was twenty-seven years old. 
Perhaps three or four times per week we 
would have a tablespoonful of rice to dinner, 
or the same quantity of preserved potatoes, 
and a very few ‘imes during the voyage we 
had only ordinary petatoes.” 
Such was the statement as it reached him 
con-erning the food supply of these men, 
and he desired to call the attention of the 
Secretary of State for War in particula: 
to their statements in connection with 
the complaints which they made. It was 
a most difficult matter at any time for a 
private to make his complaints known in 
the proper quarter, and when it could be 
shown that any party whose duty it was 
to receive complaints and transmit them 
had failed in that duty, stringent action 
ought at once to be taken. This was 
their statement 

“The officer came round as usual and asked 
if there were any complaints about food. The 
messes all made complaints. [ took notice of 
one mess in particular, where the following 
dialogue took place :— 

‘* Officer: Any complaints ? 
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“N.C.O. : Yes, sir. 

“Officer: What’s the matter? 

“N.C.O.: This meat is in a state of decom- 
position. 

“ Officer (sniffing): It’s good enough. 

“N.C.O.: Why, the smell of it is enough 
for anyone without ever attempting to eat it. 

‘* Officer (sulkily): [t strikes me you know 
nothing about it. 

“The steward, purser, doctor, and captain of 
the day were then brought down to examine 
it. The steward sniffed it and pronounced it 
good, as did also the purser. Then the doctor, 
after some hesitation, suggested cutting parts 
of it off, and said it would then be eatable. 
One gunner, a mess orderly, replies, ‘ You say 
it’s good. Well, lL have been on the march in 
South Africa on a biscuit a day, and even at 
the worst if [ was starving [ would have lain 
down in a ditch and died rather than attempt 
to eat it if you had offered it to me. How- 
ever, it was thrown overboard, and we did not 
receive anything in lieu thereof.” 


Army (Supplementary) 


After the voyage from Cape Town to 
Hong Kong one of the regiments at the 
latter place had arranged a reception for 
their comrades returning from South 
Africa and obtained permission to give 
them a supper. That permission was 
granted, but when the men on_ the 
“ Antillean” asked leave to attend it, it 
was refused. No one would rejoice 
more than he if all Rritish subjects 
refused to become soldiers, but pend- 
ing that time, it was men of spirit and 
independence that made the best, and 
such treatment as that was not calculated 
to attract men of that class to the 
colours. Another grave complaint was 
the accommodation provided for soldiers 
in transports; in the case under notice 
500 soldiers were allotted one-third of the 
space on the ship, whilst fifty officers ab- 
sorbed the other two-thirds. Passing to 
another matter, he hoped that the 
Government, in the negotiations which 
were now proceeding fora settlement, would 
not create in the Transvaal any financial 
prejudice against the Uitlanders who 
were in a far more dangerous frame of 
mind than that in which the war found 
them fourteen or fifteen months ago. In 
Cape Town and other parts of South 
Africa where these Uitlander refugees 
were congregated a very serious agitation 
wasdeveloping itself, not against the Dutch 
Government at Pretoria, but against 
the British officials and their methods 
of administration at Johannesburg. When 
war was about to be declared the Trans- 
vaal Republic passed an ordinance under 
which no rents or taxes were collectable 
in any district which was placed under 
martial law. Almost the first act of our 
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civil administration was to appoint a com- 
mittee to inquire what acts which the 
Transvaal Governments had passed could 
be repealed and which should be upheld. 
That committee recommended _ the 
repeal of the ordinance of law to 
which he had referred, with the result 
that thousands of Uitlanders, British sub- 
jects, who had partly acquired rights 
either to. a claim ora plot of land or a 
house would, on their return to the Rand, 
find themselves face to face with a de- 
mand for either twelve months rent or 
taxes, or interest on the money which they 
had borrowed to enable them to develop 
their property or build their house. And 
it might be that hundreds or even 
thousands of these people would, on their 
return, find that they were ruined, and 
compelled to start life afresh. He trusted 
the Government would take measures to 
prevent such a state of things occurring. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is now travelling outside the scope of the 
Supplementary Estimate, and must con- 
fine himself strictly to the item in the 
Estimate. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he bowed to 
the ruling of the Chair; but at the same 
time ventured to point out that so far as 
he had been able to ascertain the speeches 
previously made on this Estimate had 
traversed all the ground which he had at 
present covered, This Estimate was not 
intended merely to provide funds for the 
continuance of the war, but also to pro- 
vide funds for the civil administration of 
the conquered territories, and that being 
so hoped he would be allowed to continue 
his line of argument. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The only money 
which is asked for under the civil estab- 
lishment is that which is asked for the 
purposes of the constabulary of South 
Africa. The hon. Gentleman would he 
quite in order in going into that point, 
but he would not be in order in entering 
into the question of the whole civil 
government of South Africa. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that a great 
many of those to whom he had referred 
would probably become members of the 
constabulary. They had already been 
invited to enroll themselves in that body, 
but he would not pursue that subject 
turther. He would pass to another matter 
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which he admitted also partook rather of 
the character of civil administration than 
military operations. He referred to the 
attempts which were being made by 
certain interested parties to engage the 
Government and its agents in South 
Africa as collectors of coloured labour 
for mines on the Rand. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: There is nothing 
asked for in this Estimate in respect of 
that matter. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE submitted to the 
ruling of the Chair, as he thought he 
should probably find a better opportunity 
in the course of the present or ensuing 
session to call attention to that matter. 


His next point was the burning of farms. 


He quite admitted that the war now 
being waged was in no sense the war 
which Lord Roberts expected to find, and 
therefore the Commander-in-Chief had to 
discover some term by which he might 
cover the miscalculations which he had 
made when he marched so rapidly to 
Pretoria, in the hope that his occupation 
of the capital would bring the war to an 
immediate conclusion. His calculations 
were founded on a false assumption ; he 
had declared the war over and could not 
go back from his word, and it therefore 
hecame necessary for him to find an 
expression to explain the position in which 
he found himself, and he hit upon the 
word “ guerilla.” 
from being over. Together with other 
Members of the 
been pleased with the assurance 
given that the policy of farm-burning was 
to be modified ; he hoped that that policy 
except in the most urgent cases would be 
abolished, 
the strife in which we were engaged than 
this policy of burning farms without 
excuse and without justification, burning 
the farms of men who were prisoners in 
our hands, and burning the farms of those 
who were dead and turning their widows 
and orphans on to the veldt. He submitted 
that the proclamation under which 
property had been destroyed and farms 
burnt was illegal inasmuch as it was a 
violation of the laws of war laid down by 
the Hague Convention. Property of 
prisoners was specifically protected under 
that convention, as was also the property 
of all non-combatants. He referred to 
that because of the statement made from 
the Government Bench, and not contra- 
dicted from any quarter of the House, 
Mr. Keir Hardie. 


{COMMONS} 


The war was very far | 


House he had | 


Nothing had more embittered | 





that only those farms had been destroyed 
which military necessity required or from 
which firing on our troops under a flag 
| of truce had been indulged in. In his 
hand he held a copy of a letter from a 
trooper, a Scotch Yeoman, which did not 
bear out that statement. In that letter 
| he said the work on the march was not of 
| the grandest, that it consisted chiefly of 
burning down farmhouses ; that he did 
not care very much for it, as it was very 
hard lines on the women and kids to be 
shoved out on the veldt, and watch their 
homes burning; that they were allowed 
to take out their furniture, and then the 
place was fired. He had also other 
letters containing similar statements, but 
they contained no mention of anyone 
being fired on from the farms, or of their 
| being destroyed for reasons of military 
necessity. These troops were evidently 
sent on farm-burning expeditions. — It 
was one of the stupid blunders of our 
generals in the eonduct of this war. 
They thought that as they were unable 
to conquer these Boer farmers in a fair 
manner, they might compel them to sur- 
render out of pity for their wives and 


children, and the way they attempted to. 


do that was by burning down their farms 
and destroying their stores. He did not 
profess to belong to the ruling classes of 
England, but he yielded to none in his 
respect for the honour and traditions of 
his native land. That being so, if he were 
the Government, he would seek some way 
of conquering the land other than by 
making war upon the women and _ chil- 
dren. He could only express the hope 
that the new policy of the Govern- 
ment would not encourage the 
reckless destruction of property, but 
would, on the other hand, prevent 
it except where absolutely necessary. 
It was not work fit tor soldiers or men. 
Our men protested against it, and felt 
the degradation and humiliation of it. 
One reason why General Baden-Powell 
was finding it so difficult to obtain re- 
cruits was because of the fact that they 
| were expected to carry on this work. He 
‘trusted we would hear no more from our 
soldiers of this discreditable and dis- 
honourable work, and that so long as the 
war lasted it would be carried on in 
accordance with the traditions of England 
in the past. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
‘field, Ecclesall) congratulated his hon. 
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friend the Member for Central Sheffield | 


on having introduced a subject of real | 
importance and value to the House— 
namely, the troubles and difficulties in 
which many Uitlanders would find them- | 
selves; but as that question had been 
ruled out of order at the present time he 
would not be able to refer to it now. The 
statements made by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil with regard to the burn- 
ing of farms undoubtedly gave a very 
exaggerated view of what had occurred. | 
He would not venture to say that there 
had been no cases of unjustifiable burning 
of farms. War was a very very difficult 
and a very terrible process, and it was not 
easy always to draw the line between this 
farm and that, but the misery and suffer- 
ing necessarily inflicted on the population 
had undoubtedly been largely mitigated 
owing to the great consideration and 
kindness of our troops. Everyone must 
have been struck with the consideration 
shown to women and children. The 
women and children might congratulate 
themselves that they had not fallen into 
the hands of Russians or French. [An 
Hon. Member: Or Turks.] Or even 
Turks. The Turk had been very much 
maligned. He wondered, if the other side 
of the shield were exposed, what tales 
some of our gallant troups would tell of 
the disaster inflicted on them by the 
treachery of the inhabitants of those 
parts. It was only two days ago that he 
read an account of two British soldiers 
who went to a farm and treated the in- 
mates well. They were paying for what 
they got, but the women went out and 
encouraged their male friends to steal up 
and shoot the men. They practically 
murdered them. There were cases in 
which farms had raised white flags, and 
when the troops went there they were 
treated treacherousiy. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the hon. 
Gentleman give any official confirmation 
of the statements he is now making ? 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said he 
could not foresee the speech of the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, and he had 
not come down with his pocket stuffed 
full of quotations, but he would undertake 
to give a dozen instances or more—fifty in- 
stances—of cases in which gross treachery | 
had been shown towards our troops. The 
hon. Member took another aspect of the | 
burning of farms, which was grossly | 
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exaggerated—an aspect in which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire had been guilty 
of great exaggeration. The right hon 
Gentleman drew an appalling picture of a 
devastated country through which 
200,000 troops had marched, destroying 
right and left. He should like to take 
the right hon Gentleman over the velit 
and let him see what there was to destroy. 
Why, there was absolutely nothing to 
destroy. ‘There was bare ground, but 
very little grass and very few crops to be 
seen anywhere. 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT: I 
would refer the hon. Member to what 
the Colonial Secretary said on the subject 


Sir. E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT : 
There had been undoubtedly failure to 
cultivate a certain amount of land in the 
Transvaal. If the right hon. Gentleman 
were better acquainted with the subject 
he would know that an enormous quantity 
of mealies and corn had to be imported, 
and it was owing to this fact that our 
troops very often found themselves in 
great want of food. This question of 
the burning of farms had been exaggerated 
in every way. He very much doubted if 
the farms which had been burned, taking 
them on the average, could not be 
replaced for £50 each. If after the war 
was over’ the Government proposed 
judiciously to expend money in rebuilding 
or re-roofing these farms, he, for one, 
would be most glad to support such 
an expenditure. He did not believe it 
would be a large expenditure, but he be- 
lieved it would bea wise one. He was 
certain that the charges of cruelty and 
barbarity practised by our troops in con- 
nection with the burning of farms were 


wholly baseless and unwarranted. The 
question of  repatriating the Boer 


prisoners had heen referred to by his 
hon. friend and colleague the Member for 
Central Sheffield, from whom he should 
have expected better things. It would 
be as easy to repatriate the Boer prisoners 
in St Helena and Ceylon as to send back 
to their homes and farms the prisoners 
who were now in South Africa. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : How does 
my hon. friend propose to do it 4 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
there had been a question of want of pro- 
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visions in the Transvaal, and he would 
tell his hon. friend how it could be met. 
It would be met by putting down the 
guerilla warfare, clearing the railway 
lines, and enabling provisions to be sent 
into the Transvaal. There would be a 
certain number of paupers who would 
have to be fed, but the great body of the 
population of the Transvaal would un- 
doubtedly be able to buy the mealies and 
wheat necessary for theirfood. The diffi- 
culty had been greatly exaggerated. He 
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rose for the purpose of relieving the | 


debate from the lugubrious aspect it had 
assumed. 
been done to his right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War. He did 
not blame his right hon. friend for the 


lugubrious aspect of the debate so much | 


as the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for West Monmouthshire, who was a 
hardened pessimist. 
Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 


al optimist. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
the House would judge of the optimism 
by the speech the right hon. Gentleman 
had made that night. The right hon. 
Gentleman beamed with delight during 
his excursus into the history of guerilla 
warfare. He saw his opportunity and 
seized it. He did not derive the same 
impression from the speech of the Secre- 
tary of State for War as that derived by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire, by the hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield, and others 
who had spoken. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s rather gloomy excursus into the 
history of guerilla warfare conduced, as | 
was intended, greatly to the entertain- 
ment of the House. He thought the | 
right hon. Gentleman and some other 
Members of the House had failed to 
notice a rather significant remark of the 
Secretary of State for War upon which | 
he placed more importance than on the 
right hon. Gentieman’s guerilla excur- 
sus. He believed, with the Secretary 
of State for War, that that right hon. 
Gentleman would have a more cheerful 
state of things to announce when the 
House met again in February, and that 
we were not so far from the termina- 
tion of the serious part of this guerilla 
warfare as the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire ap- 
peared to think. It was serious at the 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 


He thought that injustice had | 


‘before the war began. 
those on the spot was not taken, and 
therefore reverses occurred owing to the 
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_moment, but this warfare was now being 
| conducted as it ought to be. It was being 
conducted with all the resources of the 
British Army. They had an able and 
determined Commander-in-Chief who had 
a thoroughly good working staff under 
him. The hon. Member did not believe the 
| guerilla warfare was going to be of a very 
| protracted character. When the leaders 
were captured he believed the majority of 
| the Boers would lay down their arms. It 
| was perfectly true that the Boers were a 
stubborn race, and, on the defensive, good 
fighters. It was also true that the 
majority of the Boer people were a 
domestic people, and not fond of remaining 
out in the veldt for a very long time. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT : Neither 


are the English. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
that when the Boers had had experience 
of the English administration they would 
feel happier and hope that it would 
,always continue. The Member for West 
' Monmouthshire told them that they were 
mistaken in supposing that this was a wai 
against Kruger and Krugerism. The 
majority of the Boer population at the 
present moment were as much opposed to 
Kruger and Krugerism as we were. 
It would be absolutely impossible for 
Kruger to go back to the Transvaal, 
and retain his life. The majority of the 
people of the Transvaal, and especially 


_tkose in the field, were extremely ignorant 


and uninformed, and there were some who 
had played with their ignorance. General 
De Wet was one whom we most admire, 
as a heroic and skilful leader. The leaders 
had kept their men going by the most 
ridiculous stories of the British forces. 
He did not believe we would find the 
resistance of the Boers so protracted, or 


that they would be so irreconcilable as 


some seemed to think. A good deal of 
reference had been male to the miscaleu- 
lation of the cost of the war. No doubt 
there had been a miscalculation, but he 
did not think that the War Office was so 
responsible as it was sometimes supposed 
to be. He thought this was as much a 
Cabinet question as a War Office question. 
Troops were not sent to South Africa 
The advice of 


insufficiency of the troops in the early 
stages of the war. That was not a War 
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Office question. It was thought at the 


beginning that infantry should be em-, 
That was | 


ployed rather than cavalry. 
a most serious mistake, and someone at 
the War Office blundered. We were 
unfortunate in the choice of generals in 
the early stages of the campaign. He 
thought that the defence made by the 
War Office with respect to mobilisation 
and transport was very effective. 


Smr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): We must all of us 
have discovered how difficult it is to get 
at the truth with regard to anything in 
South Africa. But look at the condition 
we are in now. ‘Two of our most dis- 
tinguished authorities on this subject 
thorougly acquainted with the whole 
natter from personal inspection and 
experience have in the face of the House 
of Commons begun to quarrel with each 
other as to the state of things in South 
Africa. Ido not know whether Central 
Sheffield or Ecclesall, Sheffield, will obtain 
the mastery. I should be inclined to 
put my money upon the Member for 
Ecelesall. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Hear, 
hear. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
He is at all events louder and more con- 
fident in his assertions than my hon. 
friend who sits behind him. But which- 
ever of them succeeds in silencing the 
other, we may be allowed to form our 
own opinions as to the nature and the 
quality of the speech made by the Secre- 
tary for War. 
nise in it a frank and manly statement as 


to what the right hon. Gentleman believes | 


to be the real state of the case, and a suc- 
cessful attempt to place the real state of 
the case before the country in a clearer 
and fuller way than has been done on 
any other previous occasion. The right 
hon. Gentleman annouuced many things 
which will startle the country when they 
become known. 


I wish particularly to refer—and one 
which I think will cause the most feeling 
in the country, is the statement that 
there would be no considerable relief 
in the way of being allowed to come 
home for the large force we have in South 
Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I said no immediate 


relief, 
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I am disposed to recog- | 


One of the most signifi- | 
cant statements he made—and it is to it | 
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| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am in sympathy with my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Sheffield 
on this subject. I am aware that there 
is a very strong feeling of uneasiness—I 
do not say discontent—on the part of the 
Yeomanry and Volunteers, on finding 
| that they are to be detained in South 
Africa very much longer than they ever 
expected to be. Of course they are 
manly fellows and will do their duty 
whatever happens. There is no question 
about that. But the authorities ought to. 
bear in mind the peculiar circumstances 
under which these men went out to South 
Africa. They were not under any obli- 
gation to go out, not being members of the 
Regular forces of the Queen, but they 
obeyed a patriotic impulse and offered 
themselves for service there at a time 
/when a great emergency existed in the 
affairs of the Empire. ‘That great emer- 
gency at least is surely over, and [ 
should have thought they would be the 
very first to be relieved, because many 
of them left appointments, situations, 


Estimate. 


and careers which they ought to 
have the opportunity of resuming 


at the earliest possible moment. I 
would therefore strongly urge on the 
Government to impress on the War 
authorities on the spot that as much 
consideration should be paid to the 
circumstances of these men as the interests. 
of the situation may admit. Ido not put 
it higher than that. They ought not to 
be snubbed, and told to do their duty and 
say nothing about it, because they are in 
a different category from the other 
| branches of the forces. I need not refer 
at any length to the picture that the 
right hon. Gentleman has drawn. I 
observe in this Return which has been 
given that the total expenditure of the 
war seems now to be recognised at 
£85,000,000. The right hon. Gentleman 
held out no hope of any immediate diminu- 
| tion of the forces at the front, and we know 
there remains the heavy responsibility of 
maintaining order and restoring the 
former conditions of life after actual war- 
fare, whether regular or irregular, has 
iceased. All those are heavy charges to 
| look forward to. I feel sure that the 
| country will contemplate them with due 
| courage, but it will be with oppressed 
| minds and sore hearts that they will be 
informed of the statement of the right 
| hon. Gentleman. 
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Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I think the 
Government ought really to take seriously 
into consideration this question with 
respect to the men coming home. I am 
sure there are many people in this country 
who would be very glad if the Secretary 


{COMMONS} 


of State for War could add -something to | 


what he has said with regara to the 


arrangements the Government are making | 


to enable the Yeomanry to come home. 
The hon. Member for Central Sheffield 
suggested that reinforcements should be 
sent. I think we must look forward to 
the possibility of the war continuing for 
some time. There was a very special 
appeal made for the Imperial Yeomanry, 
and that appeal was made not entirely by 
the War Office. It was made partly inde- 


pendently of the War Office by people in | 


the country. There were meetings held 
by every lord lieutenant in every county 
asking men to come forward for this 
foree. In the case of the Volunteers 
| think it can hardly be said that 
they included any married men_ or 
others to whom it was a great incon- 
venience to go, but a very considerable 
number of the men of the Imperial 
Yeomanry went at the greatest inconve- 
nience entirely from patriotic motives. | 
think arrangements should be made to 
enable them to come home. They might 
have come home within a short time from 
now without any diminution of the 
mounted force in South Africa but for the 
fact that someone out there made a mis- 
take. An offer of ten shillings per day 
avas first made to get men to join the 
police force, and a large number accepted. 
It was found that this was too much, and 
the men were offered seven shillings. If 
-you had offered seven shillings at first you 
would probably have got as many as you 
wanted, but when you first offered ten 
shillings and afterwards seven shillings 
the men naturally thought that you had 
changed your mind, and they changed 
theirs. By taking such a course you 
naturally stopped the whole of the recruit- 
ing. It was a perfectly right and proper 
thing for the Government in that country 
todo. There is no reason why they should 
pay more for their police than is necessary, 
but they ought not to make use of men 
who went out as a matter of patriotism at 
ls. 2d. per day, in order to be able to 
-discuss and argue and wrangle with a lot 
of other men as to whether they should 
receive 7s. or 10s. per day. 
‘to be ‘what is happening. 


That seems | 
There are | 
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| married men who went out, and there are 
| men who left businesses which are now 


suffering from their absence, and there 
are barristers and solicitors who are losing 
touch with their profession ; these men 
never expected to be away for so long, 
and I do press upon the Government the 
desirability of giving some assurance that 
they thoroughly and fully realise what 
they are doing, and that they will try to 
make some arrangement by which these 
men may be allowed to come home. One 
simple arrangement is that they should 
do as they are doing with some 
of the colonial forces — that they 
should discharge the men who wish to 
be discharged, and offer such terms to 
those who do not wish to come home as 
would induce them to stay out there. 
The right hon. Gentleman asks them to 
make a further sacrifice. Very well ; if 
he asked them to make a further sacrifice, 
and offered to pay them what he con- 
siders reasonable for the class of work 
which he himself admits they are doing, 
namely, that of police duty, I have no 
doubt he would get a very large number 
of them to stop—quite as many as he 
requires—and then the married and those 
that cannot reasonably remain could come 
home. I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to consider that point; to consider also 
the desirability of pushing on the forma- 
tion of this police force and of giving 
some assurance that if the war lasts for 
three or five years the men to whom | 
have referred will not be kept out there 
for anything like that period, but that 
even if in February next he is unable to 
give us a more satisfactory account of the 
war he will be able to say that he is 
making arrangements to relieve these 
men of the obligation they took up in so 
patriotic a manner to the enormous 
benefit of this country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I rise because my 
hon. friend has put a question to me on a 
matter which is, no doubt, of great im- 
portance, and also because of the speech 
which was made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition a few 
moments ago. My hon. friend has put 
one expression into my mouth which | 
certainly never used and did not intend 
to use. He has assumed that, because | 
gave some statistics of the periods of 
warfare in the past in other parts of the 
world, therefore I assumed that these 
men for whom he pleads would he 
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detained for three or five years. I never 


suggested anything of the kind. 


Mr. SEELY: Idid not mean to sug- 
gest that. 1 only stated that the right 
hon. Gentleman had mentioned the 
possible duration of the guerilla war. I 
did not mean to imply that he intended 
to keep those men out all that time. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Nobody had in 
their mind any period of that kind for the 
detention of these troops. May I say one 
word as to one or two misapprehensions 
which might prevail in regard to the em- 
ployment of the Yeomanry, and also the 
employment of the Regular troops en- 
gaged? The hon. and gallant Member 
for Central Sheffield has spoken of the 
withdrawal of Regular and other troops, 
and suggested that the Volunteers now 
serving in the Yeomanry have some cause 
for complaint. It is perfectly true that 
the moment Lord Roberts thought it was 
possible to dispense with them he released 
the City Imperial Volunteers, who have 
done an enormous amount of very hard 
work, and that he has also released the 
composite regiment of the Household 
Cavalry, and, I think, one battery of 
Horse Artillery. But I do not think the 
case of the composite regiment is quite 
the same as that of any other regi- 
ment out there. In the first place, 


the composite regiment of House- 
hold Cavalry was drawn — from 


three different regiments; secondly, 
it belonged to Her Majesty’s bodyguard, 
and, unquestionably, so long as_ this 
country is to be defended you must have 
a certain number of mounted troops, and 
those whom it is least desirable to employ 
away for a long period are Household 
troops, whether horse or foot. In the 
third place, although that particular dis- 
tinguished regiment itself asked to be 
sent out, and desired that they might 
share in the labours of the campaign, and 
came forward and asked asa privilege 
that they might do so, it must be recog- 
nised that very heavy cavalry regiments 
are the least fitted to perform the sort of 
work now being carried on in South 
Africa. From all points of view, there- 
fore, it was desirable te withdraw them 
as carly as possible, and they have borne 
their full share in the labours of the cam- 
paign, Therefore, there is no question 
of any general withdrawal, or any with- 
drawal, of the Regular troops before the 
VOL. LXXXVII. [Fourri SErtes.] 
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' claims of those who are less regular have 
| been considered, and I might add that, 


though it had been intended that the 
battalion of Grenadier Guards should 
accompany Lord Roberts on board the 
ship in which he starts to-day, they are 
remaining in South Africa. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT: The 
return of the Grenadier Guards has been 
cancelled ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: That battalion is 
now to remain in South Africa. My hon. 
friend said that a mistake has been made 
as regards the enlistment of the police in 
South Africa. I believe that some terms 
that were not dictated by the Govern- 
ment at home were originally named, or 
were believed to be about to be offered, 
but 5s. a day and all found were the 
terms ultimately adopted. It is not, of 
course, for us here to give an opinion as 
to the terms on which you can induce 
men to serve in South Africa ; those who 
are there are, and must be, the best 
judges on the subject. But if my hon. 
friend thinks that we have not acted 
liberally in this matter I will tell him that, 
considering the enormous cost of pro- 
visions, considering that 5s. a day is itself 
high pay, and considering the provision 
of horses, the estimate for this force of 
police is that it will represent a cost of 
£250 per man a year. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): How 


much do the Dublin Fusiliers get ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Let it not be sup- 
posed for one moment that it is a light 
matter. | believe that, on the terms 
proposed, this force would be paid on a 
very exceptional scale, considering that 
the climate in which it is to serve is a 
good climate and that it will serve side by 
side with troops who are much less liber- 
ally paid. I can only say, in regard to this 
subject, that it is impossible for me at this 
moment, or for the Government, to give 
any pledge about dates. Our first and 
foremost consideration must be to provide 
Lord Kitchener with the mounted troops 
which he requires. Subject to that, I 
will undertake that we will not sit down 
and say these men have made an engage- 
ment and they shall fulfil it--we will 
not say that no doubt these men, as 
Englishmen, will do their duty and will 
not complain, and therefore we can keep 


Z 
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them. 


{COMMONS} 


I have taken it upon myself} For tea—eold meat, various pickles or 
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during the last few weeks to give the | salad, cake, jams, etc. 
strongest possible consideration to as | 
early a return as we can possibly give to} *Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 


those who have given us voluntary ser-} hon. Gentleman 


say who were the 


vice, and we have not, as I have. pointed | warriors who complained of this ? 


out, favoured our Regular troops. Let 
me say one word on another subject in 
regard to which an appeal was made by 
my hon. and gallant friend. 


| 
| 


He spoke | 


on a subject of which mention was made | 
in another place last night—namely, the | 


treatment accorded to some of our colo- | 
nial troops who have been sent home from | 


this country either as invalids or recover- 
ing invalids. An allegation has been 
made in one or two instances, and the 


fear has been repeated by my hon. and | 


gallant friend that, after accepting the 
service of our colonial troops, we have 


| 
| 
| 
| 


' 


sent them home in a niggardly fashion. | 


This has been the arrangement. 


belung to the British Regular service, to 


the Imperial Yeomanry and Volunteers | 


All| 


soldiers who have enlisted, whether they | 


from England, or to the Volunteers from | 
our colonies, have been treated according to | 


the rank in which they undertook to 
serve. That is, I believe, the absolutely 
universal military practice among all the 
countries of the world, and it certainly 
has been accepted without a murmur both 
by our own Volunteers and by our 
Colonial troops. Therefore I think the 
House will not ask me to make any 
change in the ordinary treatment of those 
who have undertaken to serve under those 
conditions; though I do not believe, 
apart from invalids, that the accommoda- 
tion which has been provided for those 
who have gone back to Australia has 
been accommodation of which any com- 
plaint can be made by a private soldier. 
There were five grades of accommodation 
hy which a passage could be booked on 
any boat going to Australia, and the class 
adopted by the military authorities was 
the intermediate—there were two above 
and two below—-and, I believe, no com- 
plaint whatever was made with regard to 
the accommodation. As regards dietary, 
I have received, in the course of the last 
few hours, serious complaint. But for 
breakfast there was everything provided 
that I have ever seen on a first-class table 
on board ship—porridge, fish, chops, 
sausages, Irish stew, ham, bread, butter, 
jain, tea, coffee, etc. For dinner there 
was soup, fish, roast meat, fresh vege- 
tables, stewed fruits, cheese, and so on. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Various complaints 
have been made, but I do not think it ean 
be said that we treated our Colonial troops 
illiberally. Ihave given instructions with 
regard to the sick and wounded that as 
many as possible should be returned in 
troopships and not have to mix with other 
passengers, and be entirely under the 
control of an officer who would attend to 
their comfort, and that in any case of a 
man who is ill he should be sent second 
class at a superior rate, and that there 
should be careful selection of ships in 
which the troops were sent. I have heard 
of cases in which some officer has 
not been careful enough and has sent men 
recently recovered from enteric fever or 
from wounds by a lower accommodation, 
and I have given instructions that all the 
sick and wounded, whether partially re- 


. covered or not, who have to be returned in 
‘mail steamers should have ahigher rate of 





accommodation. With reference to several 
speeches which have been made this 
evening, if hon. Members will only send 
me any serious case of grievance I will 
undertake that it shall be investigated, 
and if it involve remissness on the part of 
any individual of whatever rank, it shall 
he visited upon him. More than that I 
cannot say. Several hon. Members op- 
posite have said I gave the House a 
lugubrious picture of the present position 
of the war. I do not think that was a 
fair description of my remarks. I do not 
take, in the slightest degree, a pessimistic 
view of the prospects of the war, but I 
thought it my duty to put before the House, 
clearly and frankly, what the position 
was, not to hold out false hopes which, in 
January or February next, would be 
brought up against me and lose for me, 
at all events, the confidence of the House 
of Commons. I certainly tell my hon. 
friends that there is no ground for any 
anxiety whatever as to the result, but 
the result cannot be achieved quite so 
rapidly as was assumed when the Esti- 
mates were brought forward in July. 
I hope that, when I speak in February, 
I may be able to give a very different 
picture, and I shall be astonished if that 
picture is not much more satisfactory. 
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*Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Committee 


wre indebted to the Seeretary of State for | 


War for the frankness and candour with 
which he has spoken ; I think he has com- 
menced his task well by taking the Com- 
mittee into his confidence, by practically 
confessing that the war may be indefi- 
nitely prolonged. At the same time 
what a blighting reflection he has made 
upon his predecessors in office, and how 
strongly inferentially he has condemned 
that very potent member of the Aumi- 
nistration, the Colonial Secretary. In 
March lest, when the  (sovernment 
asked for a large Vote, I was howled 
at for feebly suggesting that the 
money was entirely madequate and that 
the war might probably last another year 
or eighteen months, although Bloem- 
fontein had been oceupied and Pretoria 
was on the point of capture. But the 
general election was then pending. You 
can afford to be frank now. Every member 
of the Government who has spoken since 
rhe House met has told a different tale. 
Lord Salisbury says it may be generations 
vefore local self-government is established ; 
the Secretary for War can give no date 
even for the conclusion of the war ; but 
the Colonial Secretary says, “ By Feb- 
ruary next [ shall have established three 
great municipalities,” and he promises the 
House that we shall yet see the Lord 
Mayor of Potchefstroom waving his wand 
of office over a pacified and contented 
people. No date, however, can be given 
for the return of the soldiers. ‘The only 
troops who have been brought home are 
those belonging to the Household Cavalry 
or the Guards, who can dance and who 
would be useful at society functions, and 
the other heavy military swells that have 
been mentioned. But the poor men who 
belong to the Yeomanry, who went out at 
the call of patriotism-—a patriotism which 
seems to be regulated by the clock, and 
lasts only about eight months apparently 
—leaving wife and children, are to be told 
to uphold the flag of England in the Trans- 
vaal, while the Guards and the Household 
cavalry and other far-famed regiments 
are to be brought home to enjoy the 
plaudits of the multitude and the 
kisses of the duchesses. Look also at 
the contrast in the scale of pay. The 
Colonials all along have been receiving 
five shillings a day. 
“What magnificent fellows you are, 
coming from the waving fields of Aus- 


tralia, the pines of Canada, and the ice- , 


{11 DrecemBer 1900} 


They were told | 
/to put them as curiosities ‘into a sort of 
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’ 


'bergs of Labrador ”—flocking like a 
Sanger’s circus at the call of the Empire. 
But the poor men of the Dublin Fusiliers, 
the inniskillings, and the English 
Yeomanry, got only one shilling. |My 
gorge rose to-night when [ heard the 
menu read by the right hon. Gentleman 
—I will not say my teeth watered. We 
are asked for £16,000,000, some of 
which will come out of the pockets of the 
most wretched people of these kingdoms 

from the Irish tenants whose only food 
is potatoes and salt—in order to provide 
money to give the Australians on board 
ship after their picnic in South Africa, 
quails on toast, aspic jelly, and all the 
other delightful condiments which the 
right hon. Gentleman read out with so 
much virtuous indignation. 3ut the 
Colonials, he says, turn up their noses 
even at that. If Ireland had retained 
her Parliament her soldiers would be 
getting 5s. aday now like the Colonials, 
not to speak of salvoes of applause, 
(Jueen’s messages, and the gratitude of 
the Empire! It is all very well for 
the right hon. Gentleman after all 
these mistakes to say that he, at 
any rate, as a newcomer in the War 
Department, will make no mistakes. 
He is like a doctor who, when he sees a 
patient with whom there is very little 
the matter, tells him he is very bad, but 
that with a long course of treatment he 
will be cured—and so he gets bigger fees. 
I should not be surprised if the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech is taken as the 
manual for De Wet’s horse. What is the 
meaning of the long dismal tale he 
has given us? Was it intended to brace 
your nerves or to unbutton your pockets ? 
What pleasant reading for the poorer and 
more discontented citizen of this Empire 
to know that the war which has cost 
£100,000,000 in twelve months may go 
on for one, two, or three years more! 


‘The Uitlanders have cost you rather 


much. You went to war to give the 
franchise to a number of German Jews, 
and it has cost you 50,000 lives—and 
this by a Tory Government, which is 
usually not anxious to extend the fran- 
chise, and all for the sake of a set of the 
most undeserving foreigners that ever 
cursed any portion of the earth’s surface. 
Future generations will buy the picture 
of the members of the existing Ministry 





political Madame Tussaud’s Chamber of 
Horrors. Take the case of Sir William 
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Butler ; at this time last year, there was no | because they are assisting in the devasta- 
name so execrated. He had to give up his | tion of their country, that their cause is 
command at the Bristol Volunteer show, | hopeless and they could no longer fight 


to which Her Majesty went down. 


I hope | 


there will be an inquiry into the whole | 


business, for every advice that Sir Wil- 


liam Butler gave you, was trampled upon | 


by Sir Alfred Milner. 
“No, no.”| This gentleman, who was 
nothing but a soldier, because he was an 
Irishman, was practically told by Sir 
Alfred Milner that he was a traitor to his 
country. Hence you were involved in 
the Natal campaign, the “ entanglement 
of Ladysmith,” and the siege of Mafeking. 
Every one of the military dispositions 
from which you suffered was made with a 
view to a political design or an electoral 
maneuvre. The strategists had learned 
their lessons not from Germany, but from 
the Birmingham caucus. It was due to that 
plan that this war was commenced, and 
the real soldiers, the men who had fought 
the Boers before, and who knew every 
inch of the country, were sent almost 
without their swords home to England 
to be received with the execrations of the 
mob it they dared to show them- 
selves ; while the ignorant proconsuls 
engaged in embruing their hands in the 
blood of those innocent people became 
the honoured names in your press, on 
vour platforms. After your long series of 
engagements with the Boers, there is not 
i single victory to which you can 
point with pride, because I could not 
call the pouring in of a quarter of a 
million of men upon 50,000, and smother- 
ing men under a crash of sabres, anything 
hut a battue. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the Boers were now reduced to mere 
guerilla warfare, but that he could fix 
no date for its termination. Whom were 
you fighting all along? You were fight- 
ing men with muskets, without uniforms, 
and who had never been drilled; a 


[‘ Hear, hear,” and | 


handful of farmers ignorant of the science | 


of war. Yet they won scores of victories. 
At one moment they were called ignorant, 
stupid, brutal men, firing on the white flag 


when they got the chance, and the next | 


moment De Wet is praised—I gather 
that De Wet must have got through 
igain--and you now spoke of the mag- 
lificent way in which the Boers treated 
the wounded. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that whatever we may say 
of the past; and however gallant has 
been the conduct of these men, at all 
events now we must only condemn them 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


any effective fight. But the spirit of 
freedom remained within the Boer heart. 
They have been promised freedom by your- 
selves, and they prefer to die as freemen 
than to live as slaves. The jargon about 
their being responsible instead of you 
for the misery and destruction of their 
country is always part of the cant of the 
conqueror. In every parallel case in 
history, the deeds of so-called guerillas 
who held out to the last are enshrined 
in the hearts of mankind. Englishmen 
love their Bible, and in Ireland we 
are particularly fond of the “ Book of 
Machabees,” with its tales of death and 
glory by a people resisting invaders, 
You naturally place this book amongst 
the Apocrypha, as befits an Imperial race. 
When I heard the Secretary for War 
proclaiming the hopelessness of the Boer 
cause, and how patriotic Dutchmen 
ought to come in and surrender, and 
kiss the hem of the Union Jack, my 


mind recurred to the story of Judas 
af . . 
Machabeus, and how misguided — he 


and his brethren must have been. So, 
for the information of the Committee, 
to show the way in which brave men 
fighting for their lives behave, I went 
out to the Library and asked for a copy 
of the Catholic Bible. Of course I found 
it was not kept in stock in this Imperial 
Legislature, so I quote from ‘“ Wace’s 
Apocrypha,” which'you keep. It appears 
when Nicanor threatened to level the 
Temple, and set up a statue of Bacchus 
on its ruins, unless the Jews surrendered 
the arch - rebel Judas Machabeus, the 
priests told them to hold out, and trust 
in God. This was very improvident on 
their part, no doubt, considering how 
prosperous and civilised Judea might 
become under foreign rule. So Nicanor 
sent 500 soldiers to take one Razias, 
who was called “ the Father of the Jews,” 
to break open his tower and set fire to it. 
He appears to have been the De Wet of 
that period, and it must be gratifying to 
‘the English to note the house-burning 
precedent of the conquerors. Then the 
sacred record narrates— 

“When he was ready to be taken, he struck 
himself with his sword, choosing to die nobly 
rather than to fall into the hands of the 
wicked and to suffer abuses unbecoming his 
noble birth.” 


How foolish this of Razias, when if he 
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surrendered he might have got somej such a_ picture. 


slavish office or title, a pension or an army 
contract, or have even become a conces- 
sionaire under Nicanor! But worse 
remains— 

“Whereas, through haste, he missed of | 
giving himself a sure wound, and the crowd | 
was breaking into the doors, he ran boldly to 
the wall, and manfully threw himself down to | 
the crowd, and as he had yet breath in him, | 
being inflamed in mind, he arose, and standing 
upon a steep rock, grasping his bowels with | 
both hands, he cast them upon the throng, 
calling upon the Lord of life and spirit to 
restore these to him again, and so he died.” 
Such is the spirit that survives in the 
Boers, to the admiration of all brave | 
men, and it is idle to try to charm them 
with any promises short of liberty. | 
Scrutinise your relations with them 
throughout the century, and what a story | 
of wrong and fraud on the part of Eng- | 
land, and of tragic determination on | 
their side! In the present crisis, all 
through your dealings with the Boers 
the Government have never even cared to 
understand the nature of the problem 
which they had to face. At one moment, 
before you were ready for the conflict, 
before Milner was sent out, and before the | 
false and fraudulent despatches were sent 
home, we were told that any war would 
be a long and dangerous war, and that 
we could not interfere with the Boers on 
any domestic questions or any question 
concerning the franchise because of the 
danger of the war, and because it must 
leave behind it bitter and bloody memories. 
When deceived by the proconsuls, when | 
you had refused to take the advice of | 
valorous fighting men on the spot who 
understood the situation, when you had | 
embrued your hands in these men’s | 
blood, then the story instantly changes. | 
The Boers have fought long and valorously, 
and now when the war is over and when | 
the men in Ceylon come back from its | 
spicy breezes and its contracted - for 


prisons—when they come from the 
temperate zone of St. Helena their | 


hearts will be embittered with indig- 
nation not merely at their captivity, 
with the war and the horrors of it, but at 
the sight of their charred homes and 
ruined dwellings. It is said that under Sir 
Alfred Milner an arch of peace will extend | 
over the land, and there will be a rainbow 
from Bloemfontein to Potchefstroom. The | 
Government pretend to believe all this, 

but men of business will not be content | 
to be hoodwinked for one moment with | 


{11 DECEMBER 1900} 
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In this morning’s 


paper there is a very significant de- 


'spatch which says that the women are 


| mando 4 
| paper tells how an old Boer named Joubert, 
| who had taken the oath of neutrality, has 


| from South Africa as well. 


bitterer than ever. We were told a year 


| ago that the Boers were sick of the war, 
|and that they had to be sjamboked into 


the trenches, but to-day you admit that 
it is the women who are keeping the 
men continuing this bitter fight. What 
mun can return to his home when the 
women of the household will regard him 
as a coward if he dares to desert his com- 
Another item in this morning's 


had his farm raided by a troop of English 


| soldiers, and has had all his cattle and 


horses taken from him without cause 
assigned. This is the benign result ot 
Lord Roberts’s proclamation. The man 
was taken prisoner, and perhaps he will 
now be sent to St. Helena. Those pro- 
clamations which were to drop like the 
gentle dew from heaven, result in the 
destruction of the land, the taking away 
of all the cattle and the destroying of the 
homes of these wretched men. Yet history 


'shows that when a country is invaded, 


although people may forgive death and 
wounds, they willnever forgive the destruc- 
tion and confiscation of their property. 
If a man is hanged he is dead, and there 
is no more tobe said, but when you take 
away a man’s property, his children, his 


' grandchildren and his great-grandchildren 


will semember it as long as they live. 
Yet the English Government have now 
left this region under the command of a 
man like Lord Kitchener, whose bozast it is 
that in Northern Africa he excluded after 
Omdurman every pressman from that 
[Ministerial cries of “ Hear, 


region. 
hear.”| He is going to exclude them 


You are the 
great council of the nation, and you 
boast of establishing peace in South 
Africa ; but there will not be a Boer 


‘from St. Helena and Ceylon, from the 


Free State to the Transvaal, who will not 
have an account of every farm that has 
been burnt, and the value of it, for it 
will be a common story. You hear 
about the establishment of a munici- 


_pality at Potchefstroom and in Pretoria, 


the franchise that will be extended to all 
white men from the Cape to the Zambesi, 
and probably that in Pretoria some five 
gentlemen (four of whom have been 
contractors to the Army) will be heard 
singing “ God save the Queen.” Can you 
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allow yourselves tobedeceived by shutting | 


up all genuine channels of information ? | 
The first thing essential to the successful 


COMMONS} 


| 


ruling of any people is to get hold of | 


their 
Government has 


from doing that—just as in a theatre, in 


point of view, and the English | 
deliberately refrained | 
you, 


case of fire, there is let down what you | 


call an iron curtain—so that an opaque 
medium might be interposed between 
your eyes and the tragedy in South Africa. 
Yes, but in spite of Boer disaffection you 
hope to outpopulate and outnumber them, 
and thus dominate their territories. Well, 
if the climate of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State is so good, and the 
country so richand fertileand teeming with 
milk and honey, how is it that the demand 
is that these poor Yeomanry men should 
be sent home to their wives instead of 
desiring to stop in South Africa to settle 
there? The C.LV.’s, who were mostly 
young unmarried men, have returned to 
this country, and I have not heard that 
many of these men were anxious to stay 
in the latitude of Potchefstroom. The 
men who told you all these tarradiddles 
before the war you are prepared now, 
after every promise they made has 
been falsified and none of their state- 
ments have been verified, to give 
a fresh vote ot confidence to. ‘The 
strength of party ties enmeshes you 
in this African jungle, but you are only 
laying up fresh troubles by refusing 
to face the truth. I would like to state 
the view of my own country in con- 
nection with this Vote. When you were 
kind enough to join us to John Bull our 
contribution in 1817, when the Irish 
National Debt was fraudulently consoli- 
dated with yours—the utmost that you 
could squeeze out of us—was £5,000,000, 
and our population at that time was 
about six or seven millions. 
population is little more than four millions, 
and what was our contribution in the 
last two years ?—£9,250,000 per annum. 
Since this war began the emissaries of 
the Treasury and the Chancellor of the 
iixchequer are proceeding through the 
country with a rigidity and exactitude 
which certainly can leave nothing to be 
desired, and you ask us, apart altogether 
from the humanity of the war, to join in 
voting a sum of money out of our pockets 
for a war from which except a few horse 
dealers, not one man, woman, or 
in Ireland has anything to 
benefit. 


Mr. 7. 


gain or 


M. Healy. 


Irish examples 


To-day our | 


japplaud the right hon. the 


child | 
| has told the people of England that they 


| 


While Irish soldiers have heen | 
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amongst the bravest of your regiments, 
many of their wives and ‘children are in 
the poor-house in Ireland. I should have 
thought that the policy of England, seeing 
that the Transvaal and all these other 
countries are at such a long distance from 
would be to hold out some 
hope of amity and future contentment by 
pointing out the splendid manner in 
which you had managed Ireland. But 
how are the “ guerillos ” of the ‘Transvaal 
to be tempted towards you by any 
of your rule? “Come 
in,” you say to De Wet, ‘‘and surrender.” 
Come into what? ‘To a burned home, 
and I suppose to treble taxes, and the 
pleasure of having a nigger as a magis- 
trate, and certainly a nigger as a_police- 
man, an English official where there used 
to be a Dutchman, anda band in Potchef- 
stroom garrison playing “God save the 
Queen” to remind them of old times. 
These are tempting prospects to hold out 
to these men to surrender their liberties. 
Would it not be reasonable, if Irish 
soldiers have fought as bravely as you 
admit, to deal with our country in some 
other fashion than to load them with 
extra taxation to enable your army to 
burn Boer homes and chase childing 
women across the veldt in mid-winter ! 
By this Vote alone you extract several 
millions from Ireland. It is a Vote 
which is odious to us, and | do not 
believe that there is anywhere a whole- 
souled feeling in favour of this war. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary told us the other night that there 
must be an ad interim period aiter peace 
was restored before full rights could 
be given to the Dutch. I do not 
know whether any of you have followed 
the reconstruction period in America. 
The Americans were all one people, and 


the Southerns in the Civil War had 
fought gallantly, as the Boers have 
done, yet with every desire, as there 


was, in the minds of men like Grant to 
re-establish peace in that country, it was 
nut accomplished for ten years, nor until, 
as the result of a profitable bargain, the 
Hayes Administration got rid of the 
carpet-bagger. If that was the action 
and conduct in that country, what will 
it be in South Africa? Therefore, I 
Secretary 
his candour. He has not 
Commons. He 


for War for 
deceived the House of 


need not expect this surrender and 
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arrangement to which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary pointed. 
3ut_ there is one thing which we must 
lament while welcoming these tardy 
confessions, namely, that they have 
reached the House of Commons at a 
session in December instead of reaching 
the English people at the polls in October. 
We were told that it did not matter 
whether the elections took place in 
October or January. These were really 
mere matters of detail, and all the while 
the right hon. Gentleman is engaged in 
belying the action of his chiefs because he 
is engaged in telling the truth to the 
House of Commons. I have no gift of 
prophecy, and I know nothing of the war 
except what I read of it in the newspapers. 
I do not know whether the Boers are 
going to be ultimately put down or not. 
[ have no reason to speculate on matters 
of that kind, but we do know and we do 
feel assured that this war, begun in 
braggadocio, begun in hypocrisy, begun 
in want of preparation, and begun, as I 
believe, in greed, has now brought the 
English people before the tribunal of man- 
kind in a position, so far as the judgment 
of the world is concerned, of more humi- 
liation than at any time in their history. 
How do you make up to yourselves for 
loss of prestige? You say you have 
placed 250,000 men in the field, and sent 
them long distances over sea. Why, the 
Spaniards did that in Cuba—poor, feeble, 
impoverished, bankrupt Spain was able to 
put 200,000 or 300,000 men in the field 
in that war. The one consolation of 
the greatest maritime nation and the 
greatest Empire the world has ever 
seen lay in being able to put a quarter 
of a million men in line of battle in 
the course of six months. Spain, with 
a tithe of your marine, did quite 
as much. Yet I do not think the 
War Office was deserving of all the 
blame heaped upon it. I think the 
true culprits were the Colonial Office. 
How could Lord Wolseley have known 
what Lord Chamberlain was thinking 
about? How could the War Office have 
supposed that the Gentleman who de- 
clared that a war with the Transvaal 
would be long, costly, and bloody, would 
fly in the face of Sir William Butler and 
commence those curious negotiations in 
the style and manner he did % 
other country in Europe diplomacy would 
keep in touch with the War Office and 


the despatches would beat a rhythmic 
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movement in accord with a knowledge of 
the equipment and strength of the force 
which the War Office was able to send 
forth. That is what is vulyarly called 
statesmanship. It is not the new diplo- 
macy, and therefore, I think that on the 
whole this much - attacked War Office, 
if the truth were known, suffered from a 
want of loyalty towards it of other de- 
partments ; just as certain members of 
this Administration have been accused, of 
course falsely, of treachery to their 
fellows. We are asked for sixteen 
millions to-day, and we will meet again in 
February, when sixteen millions more may 
be needed. It would not be well to put it 
at much more becauss the Budget will be 
coming on. I suppose there will be an 
early Budget, and we do not know 
whether De Wet will be captured then or 
not. But the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will once 
more declare that he had based his Esti- 
mates on an unknown quantity, and that 
he has not been able to calculate the exact 
amount. The only man able to calculate 
is the Colonial Secretary. And then 
when the Budget is over we shall be 
asked for another sixteen or twenty 
millions; and so this miserable tale of 
desolation will proceed, without any one 
of the three kingdoms gaining either 
honour or benefit in consequence. [| 
therefore cannot help voicing the universal 
sentiment of my fellow-countrymen, and 
protesting anew against a war which has 
not only lost your honour, your credit, 
your reputation, but I believe will yet 
lose you South Africa. 


Magor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he was not acquainted with the 
historical character alluded to by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite. His education 
in that respect had been neglected. It 
seemed to him rather like what was sung 
of in the celebrated ballad of ‘Chevy 
Chase,” when— 

“The Witherington I needs must wail, 

Like one in doleful dumps, 
Who, when his legs were smitten off, 
He fought upon his stumps.” 


He had heard the Secretary of State for 
War make a good many speeches, but he 
did not think he had ever heard him 
make such an extraordinary speech as he 
had done that night. All of his speeches 


| hitherto had been of the most optimistic 


description. Everything was for the best 
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in the best of all possible War Offices. 
They had not discovered the loss of 
stores anywhere ; everything was ready 


hon. Gentleman was Under Secretary 
of State for War his tone was en- 
tirely different. There was nothing 
to induce him to criticise the speech of 


the right hon. Gentleman, for whom he | 
had the utmost respect and admiration, | 
but he would like to allude to one matter | 


on which a great fallacy was founded. 
The Secretary of State for War congratu- 
lated himself and the War Office upon 


the fact that so many ships, of such-and- | 


such a tonnage, had conveyed 175,000 
troops 6,000 miles by sea. The hon. 
Member for the Ecclesall Division of 
Sheffield had also congratulated the 
Government on their transport organisa- 
tion. Well, that was only an echo of the 
speeches of almost every Cabinet Minister 
for the last three months. They declared 
that. people might say there were not 
enough guns or horses or transport, but, 
after all, they had shipped off 200,000 
men across 6,000 miles of sea without 
accident. But the War Office and the 
Government were taking credit for what 
they did not do. Whether 200,000 men 
were shipped across the Atlantic 6,000 
miles or six miles across Southampton 
Water, that was no credit to them. 
That was done by the mercantile marine 
and by the Navy, and they had no 
right to take credit for it. The hon. 
Member for the Ecclesall Division said 
that the War Office was not to blame 
for any laches that had occurred, but 
the civil side of the organisation was 
to blame, because they did not send 
out to the Transvaal the requisite 
troops in time. The War Office did not 
send out the troops in time, because of 
their extraordinary futile organisation. It 
was because, although the country was 
paying more than twenty millions for the 
Army, they had not the troops to send. 
The only troops they sent were one weak 
battalion of infantry, and three batteries 
of artillery which had to be scraped to- 
gether from other batteries and sent out 
short of horses and guns. He had often 
said in the House that he was not 
astonished at anything the War Office 
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| He hopec he would, for he could not have 
anything worse to lay before them than 
| the exceedingly lugubrious and Cassandra- 
made that 


| Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down had expressed the view 
that he never was surprised at anything 
thet the War Office did ; but on that side 
of the House they might say with truth 
that they could not be surprised at any- 
thing the Government did. The extra- 
ordinary change of front that had taken 
place within the last few weeks in regard 
to their opinion as to the length of the 
campaign was one of the most curious 
things in history. The last speech which 


the Chief Secretary for Ireland made 


when he was Under Secretary for War 
was in regard to the Army Estimates in 
July last. He then said that he thought 
the war would be over in a few weeks, 
That was before the General Election. 
He thought, considering the speech they 
had heard that night from the Secretary 
for War, how ill-informed the War Office 
had been as to what was actually taking 
place in the Transvaal. He wished to 
ask one or two questions which he 
believed worthy of an answer. In the 
first place, he thought it was to be deeply 
regretted that two documents which 
would have been of the utmost service in 
the debate were not forthcoming. The 
first was the report of the Intelligence De- 
partment, which had been in the pigeon- 
holes of the War Office for a year past. 
He meant the report as to the strength of 
the Transvaal forces, previous to the out- 
break of the war, by Sir John Ardagh. 
Surely it was of some importance, and 
would have at all events assisted them 
in arriving at an estimate as to how much 
the Government were, or ought to have 
been, prepared for the war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The report is a very 
bulky one, and I propose to lay it on the 
Library table, because it could not be 

| sent to everybody in time for the debate. 
| As a matter of fact, 1 believe the late 





did ; but he confessed that he was amazed | Under Secretary in introducing the Army 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- | Estimates in February last gave all the 
tary of State for War should say that he | material parts of the Intelligence Depart- 
hoped he would have something better to | ment’s estimate as to the number of the 
tell the House when it met in February. | Boer forces. 

Major Rasch, 
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Mr. DALZIEL: That is a matter of 
opinion, At any rate, it ought not to be | 
after the debate has commenced that we 
are told that we could see the report on 
the table of the Library. 


Army (Supplementary) 


Mr. BRODRICK: We are not bound 
to lay the full report on the Table of the 
House. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was not 
suggesting that the right hon. Gentle- 
man ought to publish confidential _re- 
ports. But it was a fact that several 
very curious extracts from the report 
had been published, and hon. Mem- 
hers ought to have the whole of the 
document. However, as they were going 
to have it on the table of the Library, he 
had nothing more to say on that point. 
But there was another report which ought 
to have been in the possession of hon. 
Members at the present time—namely, 
the Report of the Hospitals Commission. 
The evidence was closed some months ago, 
and why was the Report delayed? It 
seemed to him that when they were asked 
to vote some millions more for the war 
they ought to have had that Report before 
them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Report has 
not yet been received. It is entirely in 
the province of the learned judge who is 
at the head of the Commission and _ his 
colleagues to decide how soon they will 
he able to make their Report. 


Mr. DALZIEL said it was very cus- 
tomary for the Department against 
whom very serious reflection had been 
made to suggest to the Commission that 
they would be glad to have their Report | 
as soon as possible, especially in view of 
the meeting of the House. ‘The evidence 
had been closed some months ago, and he 
thought that it was to be regretted that 
the Report of the Commission was not yet 
in the hands of hon. Members. He was 
sure the hon. Member for Westminster 
would have been interested to hear what 
the right hon. Gentleman had to say 
about the delay in presenting the Report. 
There was another matter to which he 
wished to refer, and that was as to 
the rules issued by the American 
Government in regard to the conduct | 
of troops in the field. The right hon. | 
Gentleman the Leader of the House | 
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quoted the other night from the rules 
alleged to have been adopted by the 
American Government in regard to the 
war in the Philippines. Since then he 
saw that the American Government had 
repudiated that document, and denied 
that they had issued any such rules in 
the Philippines. He was anxious to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
seen that semi-official denial that they had. 
issued such rules, and whether any rules 
had been laid down for our army in South 
Africa. He thought it would give satis- 
faction to many Members of the House if 
there was @ definite statement on the 
point. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): | 
wish to ask the Secretary of State for 
Var a question in regard to a paragraph 
as to the proposed Army Constabulary in 
South Africa. It is whether any effort 
is being made to secure the services of 
time-expired men in the army from South 
Africa. There are a considerable number 
of time-expired men who will be 
released at an early date as soon as con- 
venient to the military commanders. 
Many of them are no doubt highly 
trained and efficient soldiers, and would 
make most efficient policemen for the 
work demanded of them in the annexed 
States. If these men have refused to 
stay on in South Africa, can the Secre- 
tary for War ascribe that refusal to any 
sufficient and good reason ; and, if so, 
will there be an attempt to remove these 
reasons? It is notorious that during the 
last year great numbers of men in South 
Africa have been offered promotion in the 
service, and have absolutely refused to 
accept it. Men, whom I personally know 
to be as respectable citizens as any in 
this country, have refused promotion in 
the Army because they consider that the 
ordinary soldier is frequently not treated 
as well as he ought to be; and this 
attempt to bribe them with promotion is 
only an after-thought, and made under 
the stress of necessity. I think that if 
there is any delusion in that direction it 
should be remedied, and if there is any 
misunderstanding as to the fair treatment 
of the rank and file of our soldiers, better 
treatment should be provided, and more 
consideration shown to them. I was ex- 
ceedingly pained at the tone of the reply 
made to a question on the subject by the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office. It 
was a perfectly legitimate question about 
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a matter on which many men in South 
Africa have felt deeply and keenly. I 
asked whether all those poor men who 
suffered all the pains and agony of hunger 
and labour during the three months in 
which they were besieged in Ladysmith, 
had not yet received the Queen’s box of 
chocolate, and if it would be presented to 
them before they left South Africa. It 
may have been unconscious, but the 
manner and tone of the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office was wanting, in 
my judgment, in every consideration for 
the sentiment and for the minds of 
the common soldier. I hope I was 
mistaken, and I should” be very 
willing to believe that the Financial 
Secretary did not answer in the tone and 
manner I have described with any inten- 
tion of indifference as to the welfare of 
these men. At any rate that impression 
was made upon my mind, and I have no 
doubt it was also made on the minds of 
others. I hope it will not occur again, 
because when men who suffered as they 
suffered, and sacrificed as they sacrificed, 
have their cause mentioned in this House 
it should be received with the greatest 
consideration, and any reply necessary 
should be made in a sympathetic tone. 
If complete and full satisfaction is pre- 
valent in the Army I cannot but think 
that you may be able to obtain the ser- 
vices of many troopers for this arduous 
work of policing in the annexed colonies 
{f the best class are approached in the 
right manner and proper terms are 
offered them, there may be many who 
would join this police force, and who 
would prove most valuable because of 
their training, discipline and capacity. 
As I understand it a million is to be 
taken in this Vote to meet the ex- 
penses of the proposed constabulary 
ind for railway repairs, A mistake was 
nade in starting by offering a high salary 
and then reducing it by a hundred per 
cent., and progress in forming this con- 
stabulary force has been seriously inter- 
rupted. I can quite understand that the 
right hon. Gentleman laughs at wages of 
10s, a day to each constable in the new 
force. A million of money is of no good 
whatever for an efficient police force for 
the two colonies and for the repairs of the 
railways. I think it should be known that 
this is a ridiculous sum—a mere flea-bite 
—which will have no effect whatever in 
the establishment of this force. The tax- 
payers of this country ought to know 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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that this is an infinitely smail instalment 
of the sums that will have to be provided. 
We have to raise money every week or 
two, and have had to do this ever since 
this miserable struggle commenced ; and 
to-day we are voting a sum which, if the 
truth were known, is totally inadequate 
for the necessities of the case. And so 
it will go on until the nation is steeped 
to the lips in taxation and other 
liabilities. This is a serious matter for 
the taxpayers of the country. Already 
the wages of working men are of far less 
value to-day than a year ago. A sove- 
reign a year back was worth twenty 
shillings for purchasing purposes ; to-day 
it is not worth eighteen shillings. [Hon. 
Members: Oh, oh!| Hon. Members 
opposite do not know what that means. 
Let them try and live on a pound a week 
on the quantities working men have to 
buy, and they would find | am above the 
mark and not below it. I have not voted 
against the Government on a single occa- 
sion in matters of Supply. On the con- 
trary, with one or two exceptions, I have 
given them my vote when they came for 
money. But there is a limit to human 
endurance and human patience, and if the 
Government are going to ask every fort- 
night or month for five, ten, or fifteen 
millions of money I shall have to con- 
sider another course of action and oppose 
these drafts on account. If we could have 
any approximate estimate when there 
would be an end to these demands, when 
you were beginning to tax the gold and 
dizmond mines for the cost of this war, 
then my anxiety would he lessened. The 
Member for the Ecclesal! Division of Shef- 
field drew a picture to-night of the mar- 
vellous anxiety of the Boers to return to 
the domestic life to which they are so 
deeply attached. I have heard that tale 
before. We have heard it all the past 
year. I heard it last year from a dis- 
tinguished member of the Conservative 
party who has spent years of his iife in 
South Africa, and who was_ regularly 
accepted as an authority. He said that 
after the first conflict with a British or- 
ganised force the Boers would repudiate 
their leaders and return to their farms. 
I do not believe anything of the kind. 
You have been engaged in operations the 
end of which you could not foresee. The 
only true prophet in this matter has been 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary in a reply which he gave to 
this House in 1896, and as long as this 
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war lasts the opinion he gave in 1896 
will count for truth against the state- 
ments or prophecies of any other right 
hon. and hon. Member on that side of the 
House. He pointed out its probable dis- 
tress, its immoral nature, the length and 
bitterness of the conflict, and the wars for 


generations that must issue before the 


two races came together again in peace. 
All that, unhappily, is only too true, and 
the further we go on in this war the more 
true and the more alarming this pro- 
phecy becomes. I certainly trust when we 
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have another demand from the Govern- | 
ment for more money we shall have some | 


better explanation than we have had on 
this occasion. And I do not think there 
can be a better so long as the present 
High Commissioner governs South Africa. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: The question of 
the future civil administration of South 
Africa does not arise on this Vote. 


Mr. BROADHURST expressed regret 
that he should have trespassed on 
questions which had no connection with 
the Vote, and resumed his seat. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I would not detain the House on the 


general question, but the hon. Member 


for Kirkcaldy asked me a definite ques- 
tion about the extract which I read on 
the first night of the session from the 
United States Regulations. I need not 
remind the hon. Gentleman that I did 


not read the extract with a view to 
criticising its contents or raising any 
question upon it. The actual volume 


from which [ read was the official publi- 
cation dated 1898, but the particular 
rules dated from 1863. If I am right it 
will be found among the regulations 
for a very long period, and has no con- 
nection with recent events in the United 
States. While [am on my legs might I 
ask the Committee to remember that it 
will certainly be to our advantage, and 
will not have any effect on the debate, if 
we take this Vote shortly, as the same 
question can be raised to-morrow. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: There is 


one question I forgot to ask the Secretary | 


of State for War. How long does he intend 
to keep the Indian troops in South Africa ? 
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India and charge it on the Indian people 
if it is to be used as a mere reserve for 
our armies for any purpose, as it has been 
used in South Africa and in China. If 
10,000 men are to be kept away from 
the Indian Army, the whole financial 
relations between the Exchequer here 
the Indian Exchequer must be 
altered. It is intolerable at a time when 
the Indian people are suffering so severely 
from famine that they should be charged 
with an army which is merely a reserve for 
our own purposes. It ought to be known 
in India as well as here how much longer 
it is intended to keep these troops away 
from India. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I quite recognise 
the gravity of the question raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I think that 
the right hon. Gentleman himself will 
recognise that the present circumstances 
are entirely abnormal. Obviously the 
Indian regiments will only be retained 
for the briefest possible period of time. The 
War Office do not look and have never 
looked upon the indian Army as simply a 
reserve ; but on this occasion, no doubt, 
when a larger number of troops have been 
employed than ever have been employed 
before, the services of the regiments from 
India have been retained fora longer time 
than was contemplated. It is, however, 
clearly impossible for us at this moment 
to determine the extent of their service. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
said he desired to draw attention to the 
question of burning of farms in South 
Africa. He had heard from various 
sources that at least one-third of the 
farms in South Africa were burned down. 
He believed that in resorting to such 
practices we were storing up for ourselves 
a heritage of hatred which would last for 
generations. Future historians would 
look upon our present action as one of 
the most deplorable blunders that this 
country had ever made. During his late 
visit to America he had made a study of 
the history of the War of Independence as 
taught in the schools. The history books 


, used in the schools were full of the same 


This, of course, raises a most serious ques- | 


cion. You cannot maintain an army in 


thing; they spoke of the burning of 
farms and the doings of British officers 
and so on, aud there was no doubt that 
a very great portion of the difficulties 
that we have had with the United States 
had come from the histories from which 


' the children were taught in the schools. 
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Being interested in education he had 
done his best to show how much fairer 
the mother country had been in the 
history of her dealings with the colonies, 
and he hoped he had done some good. 
But we were now doing in South Africa 
precisely the same as we had done in 
America, and every Boer child would, in 
the future, be taught how the women and 
children were turned out upon the veldt, 
where very often their nearest neighbour 
was far away, and how some had in 
consequence died. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War was a man of broad views, and he 
had a free hand in the matter. That was 
a fact of immense importance, and he 
asked him to use his influence and _ his 
power to stop such things as soon as 
possible, and bring the war to an end. 
The only possible policy which could suc- 
ceed with the Dutch was to overcome 
them with kindness. He feared that that 
policy was not possible, but if it were it 
ought to be tried. As soon as negotia- 
tions could be started with De Wet, as 
they must be sooner or later, we should 
attempt to atone for our mistakes, and 
hold ont a promise to rebuild the farm- 
houses and re-stock the land. It would 
have to be done eventually, and it would 
be much better to bring the war to an 
end by great acts of generosity of this 
character. The insurrection of Cuba 
against Spain was carried on for twenty 
vears until the cruelties of General 
Weyler compelled America to intervene. 
We also should have our Generai Weyler 
if the war was allowed to continue. The 
House and country were both being mis- 
led. 
course in many ways, and it was now our 
duty to turn back and try and win the 
affections of these pecple. It was no 
doubt a hard matter for us to admit our 
mistakes and retrace our steps, but it 
would have to be done, and he appealed, 
therefore, to the Secretary of State for 
War, who came to his office with an open 
mind, to use his influence in this 
direction. If he did so he would 
find himself very strongly supported 
throughout the country, in which there 
had been a wonderful reaction during the 
last few weeks. He spoke for a very 
large section of the people who at the 
commencement of the war were furious 
against the Boers, but who now found 
that they had been deluded and misled 
from the very beginning. 

Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: In _ responding to 
the appeal made to me by the hon. 
Gentleman, I may say I yield to no man 
in the desire to see the war carried on 
with the utmost humanity, and I believe 
full expression was given to the views of 
the Government on this subject by the 
Secretary for the Colonies on Friday 
night. I am in communication with Lord 
Kitchener, whose views entirely coincide 
with those of the Government. The 
hon. Gentleman may rest assured that 
Lord Kitchener is as anxious as the 
Government that, subject to very excep- 
tional cases causing loss of life, farm 
burning should be iimited as much as 
possible, and that every opportunity 
should be given to the country to settle 
down. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he did not intend 
to discuss whether the war had been _pro- 
perly conducted or not. Atl he desired to 
do was to ask a few questions as to the 
details which had not been drawn to the 
attention of the Committee, although a 
discussion concerning a wide area had 
taken place. One thing with which the 
Secretary of State for War had seemed to 
agree was the statement that the war had 
gone on so long that the conditions had 
ceased to be abnornal, and were rapidly 
becoming normal. The first item he wished 
to call attention to was the land transport 
carriage commissariat. There were carts 
supplied from Woolwich which were quite 
useless in South Africa. Had anything 
better been supplied since? Did we still 
send out the old pattern carts, or had the 
pattern been improved ? The Cape cart, 
of course, was in use, but something, no 
doubt was still being built at Woolwich, 
and now that we had had time to consider 
the matter were we improving the 
patterns? With regard to the ques- 
tion of remounts, was the same mis- 
take going on? Were we still 


employing too much infantry and _ too. 


little cavalry ? We had been told that 
our great want of success arose from the 
want of mounted troops. We only 
needed a few horses and a little train- 
ing to provide them. He therefore de- 
sired to know whether the permanent 
mounted infantry in South Africa was 
being increased, because the sooner 
that was done the the Yeo- 
manry could be sent home, and so re- 
duce our expenditure by the amount of 
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their cost. Another Vote which he should 
not question if it had been a Vote for a 
matter of three or even six months was 
the Clothing Vote. There was in that 
Yote one very important item as to 
making clothes by contract, and manufac- 
tured articles of clothing. In the old 
days it was discovered that a good deal 
of sweating had occurred under this 
system of purchasing ready-made cloth- 
ing and of giving clothing out to be 
made, and the condition of things was 
largely improved, and careful supervision 
of factories was provided; but in view 
of the enormous amount of clothing 
required now he desired an as- 
surance from the Secretary fer War 
that a very rigorous supervision should 
continue to be exercised in this matter. 
[t was most important while these 
large contracts were going on that there 
should be a very much greater supervision 
to see that sweating was prevented in the 
making of army clothing. The price given 
for the clothing was very low of a neces- 
sity, and the greatest care should be taken 
to prevent sweating. These things were 


. . | 
not now being done in the dash and | 
they ought | 


hurry of the war, and 
to be done carefuily and deliberately, 
according to a regular system which 
would be likely to prevent such a thing. 
With regard to the warmer clothing 
which he believed had been supplied to 
the Indian troops in China, he wished to 
know whether the white troops also had 
been supplied with the fur-lined overcoats 
such as were supplied to the Canadian 
troops, seeing that, although the white 
troops would not feel the rigours of the 
climate of Peking so much as the Indian 
troops, there could be no doubt whatever 
they would suffer to a large extent. He 
would also like to ask whether in 
the case of the hospitals greater care 
had been taken to supply better tents and 
better stores ; whether the bell tent had 
been done away with altogether as a 
hospital tent, and larger tents were being 
used. With regard to the £1,000,000 
which was to be voted for repairing 
the destruction caused to the railways, 
he failed to see how that could be treated 
as capital, seeing that it was to be used for 
repairing not the general decay of the rail- 
way, or wear and tear, but destruction 
through acts of war. He was not com- 
plaining that the railway companies had 
been improperly paid for their services. 
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He thought they had probably been paid 
too much. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) said he should like the right hon. 
Gentleman to explain what the £200,000 
set down as colonial allowances was for. 
What was the bargain that was made by 
the Colonial Office with the colonies ! 
What colonies were they, and in what 
proportions were the payments to be 
made? According to the last Return 
23,000 soldiers had come back to this 
country suffering from fever and dysen- 
tery. Did the Government propose to 
make any allowance to the common 
soldiers who were disabled from disease ! 
He had not in this debate heard a word 
as to what the Government were going to 
do with regard to the wounded soldiers 
who had come back. They heard a great 
deal about this matter during the elections. 
He was hopeful until the last moment 
that they should have heard of some 
scheme to which the First Lord of the 


| Treasury referred in his speeches in his 


division of Manchester. He understood 
that it was a scheme for giving Her 
Majesty’s servants—soldiers and sailors 

some provision similar to that afforded 
to workmen under the Employers’ Lia- 
bility Act. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think almost 
every Member of the House is aware that 
any soldier who suffers permanently from 
wounds or disease is entitled to a pension. 


Mr. BAYLEY: All IT can say is that 
in a great many cases that have come to 
my knowledge the War Office has not 
carried out that principle. I have not 
for many weeks seen a Return of the 
killed, wounded, and disabled by Cisease, 
but in August last the total was close 
upon 50,000. I asked for a Return 
showing the number of soldiers who were 
in hospital in South Africa, but we have 
never received it. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton): Her Majesty’s Government have 
thought it advisable to ask this House to 
vote £16,000,000 to enable them to carry 
on the war inSouth Africa. As probably not 
more than a handful of Members will con- 
sider it their solemn duty to vote against 
the grant, I think it is advisable that at 
least one of them should state his reasons 
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for going into the lobby against the 
motion before the Committee. I have 
always regarded this war as not only 
unjust but unnecessary, a war which 
might easily have been avoided if there 
had been a disposition on the part of the 
Government to avoid it. It is said that 
Her Majesty’s Government are no longer 
responsible for the war, that the nation, 
ly its verdict, has endorsed the policy and 
action of the Government, and that it is 
now a national war. I wish to try and 
dispel that illusion by quoting figures to 
show that our countrymen have not by 
their votes endorsed the war, that, indeed, 
they had no opportunity of doing so. 
I take the last census. It is true it is 
nine years old, but probably my case 
would be strengthened if we had the 
figures up to date. According to that 
census there were 8,141,152 male adults 
in the United Kingdom. The total on 
the register of Parliamentary voters on 
the Ist January, 1900, was 6,600,283. 
The total number of votes recorded at 
the recent election was 5,034,010. If we 
analyse these figures we shall find that 
the number of those who voted Tor vy, and 
by so doing endorsed the war, was 
578,492. But that leaves 5,562,652 
male adults who either had no votes to 
record, or were practically disfranchised 
by the election being fought on a stale 
register, or voted against the Govern- 
ment. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine himself to the 
subject under discussion. We cannot go 
hack on an analysis of the late General 
Election. 


*Mr. CREMER: My point has been 
practically gained. It has been stated 
over and over again that the recent 
verdict was a national verdict. 


whom I have alluded justifies such a state 
ment, and I am trying to assign that as a 
reason for my opposition to this Vote. 
Mention has been made of the feeling 
of other nations towards Her Majesty’s 


Government in regard to the war they | 


are still waging against the Boers, 
although we have been told over and over 
again that the struggle is ended. 
are the Boers doing ? In the national 


school in which it was my privilege to | 


receive the little education I got in my 
youth, we were taught that ifa foreign | 


Mr. Cremer. 


{COMMONS} 


I deny | 
that the small minority of the nation to | 


What | 


Estimate. 


Power invaded our shores it was the duty 
of every man and, if you like, every 
/ woman to take up arms and defend the 
| country against the invader, and that it 
| Was our solemn duty as good patriots to 
| defend our land to the last man. That is 
exactly what the Boers are doing to-day, 
and I do not think we have any right to 
complain because they are pursuing the 
practice which we are daily taught to 
look upon as our solemn duty. I am ina 
position to know the feeling of foreign 
nations in reference to the course we are 
pursuing in South Africa. At the Inter- 
Parliamentary Union, which every year 
holds in the various capitals of Europe : 
conference, composed exclusively of mem 
bers of European Parliaments, we are able 
to gather the opinion entertained in those 
assemblies, The last conference was held 
in the Senate Chamber at Paris on the 
Ist August last, when upwards of 400 
representatives were present, and there 
could only be found in that body one 
member from any of the eighteen 
Parliaments represented who endorsed 
the policy of Her Majesty’s Government. 
I have also received from two speakers 
representing two of the Scandinavian 
States—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
topics upon which the hon. Member is 
now speaking do not seem to be relevant 
to the Vote before the Committee. The 
rule of the House is that upon Supple- 
mentary Estimates the debate must be 
confined strictly to the items contained in 
those Estimates. 


*Mr. CREMER: I was only going to 
quote those communications as supporting 
my statement, but if the Committee are 
| satisfied with my word and the evidence 
I have already adduced, I do not desire 
to waste their time by fortifying my 
| statements with further evidence. As 
| far as I can judge, there is no feeling of 
sympathy on the part—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now contravening my 
ruling. I have twice pointed out clearly 
to him that he must confine himself to the 
/ matters now before the Committee, and 
‘not indulge in this historical retrospect 


with regard to the opinions of foreign 
| nations. 


578. 
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Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Hifion): On a point of order, may 
I ask whether, when £16,000,000 are 
asked to be voted for a particular purpose, 


it is not in order to say that that purpose | 


is one strongly disapproved of in foreign 
countries ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It does not seem 
to be relevant what the view of foreign 
countries is upon the matter. The ques- 
tion is, what is the opinion of the British 
House of Commons. If the hon. Member 
can bring any argument to persuade the 
House of Commons not to pass this reso- 
lution, of course he will be in order, but 
the matters with which the hon. Mem- 
ber was dealing when I interrupted him 
did not seem to be relevant. 


*Mr. CREMER: I was labouring to 
prove the very point which you have 
placed before the Committee. I am certain 
that Ican prove that the sympathy of 
every Government in Europe has been 
wienated from the British Government in 
consequence of the course which is being 
pursued, and I think that in itself is a 
conclusive reason why this House should 
pause before it voted £16,000,000 more 
for the continuance of the war. If you 
rule otherwise, of course I submit with- 
out hesitation. 


*ToeE CHAIRMAN: We must take it | 


that Parliament has decided in favour of 
the war being continued up to this point. 


The only question now to consider is | 


whether Parliament will decide to go on 
with the war. If the hon. Member can 
show good reason for breaking the war 
off at the present point he is entitled to 
bring that reason forward. But he must 


assume that Parliament has already de- | 


cided in favour of the war, and that it 
considers it right that it should have 
been undertaken. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: This Parlia- 
ment has never decided it. The last Par- 
liament did, but that does not bind us. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: We cannot go 
back on all the decisions of the last 
Parliament. The hon. Member will see 
that the discussions of this House would 
be perfectly interminable. 





{11 DECEMBER 1900} 


Estimate. 580 
{| *Mr. CREMER: Of course I bow to 
your decision. I have only to say in 
conclusion that I for one shall have no 
hesitation in voting against this motion ; 
whether there be one or a dozen or twenty 
with me. I remember what took place 
during the war in the Crimea. There 
was then the same difficulty in expressing 
one’s earnest convictions against that war 
as there has been in reference to the 
present struggle. But I console myself 
with the reflection that the verdict of 
history is always with the friends of peace. 
There is not a man to be found in this 
House who will now declare that the 
Crimean war was a just one, or one that 
could not have been easily avoided. Iam 
perfectly certain that a rude awakening 
will come with regard to the South African 
war, and that beforemany years have passed 
we shall have the same kind of feeling 
expressed by the masses of the people 
who hava been purposely deluded in 
regard to the objects of the war as was 
expressed after the war in the Crimea, 
and that it will be difficult to find a man 
who will stand up and justify the course 
which has been pursued in South Africa, 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): We must all deplore the some- 
what sombre picture we have had_ placed 
before us in reference to the military 
position in South Africa. That picture is a 
sad one, and Iam afraid when one looks 
at it in reference to the amount of disease 
among our troops it becomes a still sadder 
one. The war has been dragging on for 
month after month, and to-day we have 
had the grave news that it may last much 
longer after the manner of other guerilla 
wars. I only hope that if the war is still 
further prolonged, at all events ener- 
getic, effective, and more complete steps 
than in the past will be taken to protect 
the health and lives of our soldiers as. 
regards disease. The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office has to-day given 
me some information with reference to 
the continuance of the pest of this cam- 
paign, viz., typhoid fever, up to the end 
of September. Soon after the last session 
of Parliament the late Under Secretary 
of State for War gave me the figures up 

to the end of June from the beginning of 

war. At that time there had _ been 
| 13,057 cases of fever among the troops, 


‘and since then there have been 2,600 
| other cases, making a total of 15,655 cases.. 


; With 3,642 deaths. That is an enormous. 
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amount of this kind of disease to exist in 
an army in the field in a climate like that 
of South Africa. 
right hon. Gentleman knows, from before 
the beginning of the campaign were 
favourable to this disease if suitable pre- 
cautions were not taken. Those precau- 
tions were not taken, in some cases could 
not be taken, but in many cases much more 
might have been done to protect the 
troops from this pest. The disease still 
goes on playing havoc with our soldiers, 
sending many of them back to this 
country, invalided and unfitted for ser- 
vice for months. Moreover, the amount 
of mortality from it does not seem to 
lessen. When this question was brought 
hefore the House in the middle of last 
session, we were told that the mortality 
was about 21 per cent. That was not a 
very high mortality considering the bad 
conditions which prevailed, and it said a 
good deal for the generally good effect of 
the climate on such cases. I was sorry 
to observe, however, from the total 
figures up to the end of September, that 
the death-rate had risen to nearly 24 
per cent. That is a much higher rate 
than we had under the terrible conditions 
which existed at Bloemfontein, so that 
it appears that even more terrible con- 
ditions must have obtained elsewhere. 
[ think this high mortality requires 


some explanation, and I hope before | 


the House separates the Secretary 
of State will be able to tell us what 
has been done in the direction of trying 


to lessen the prevalence of this pest, and | 


to reduce the rate of mortality among our 
gallant soldiers. This matter has to be 
considered from several points of view. 


It must be considered from the point of | 


view that the disease is endemic in South 


Africa, and that wherever you settle | 


in a town under conditions of in- 
sanitation, bad water supply, and so 
forth, the disease may be produced, and 
therefore extra precautions should be 
taken. I have seen some eminent sur- 
geons who have returned from the front, 
where they have been giving their ser- 
vices, and they have told me that the 
oue thing wanted is proper sanitation. 
I want to know whether the Secretary of 
State is prepared to do anything for im- 
proving the sanitation of the places where 
our soldiers are camped. I have had 
some horrible descriptions given me of 
the conditions that existed with our 
forces when they were trying to relieve 
Sir Walter Foster. 


{COMMONS} 


The conditions, as the | 
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| Ladysmith, for the camp followers were 
camped in a donga under the most primi- 
tive sanitary arrangements. The excreta 
from these camp followers found its way 
into the stream which supplied the troops 
with water, and that is not a condition 
of things which ought to be allowed to 
exist. I hope sufficient money will be 
devoted to providing appliances to pro- 
tect the health of our men when they are 
fighting for their country. The right hon. 
Gentleman will, [ hope, take into his serious 
consideration the advantage of having 
attached to our Army, as other great 
Continental armies have, some kind of 
sanitary corps which would prevent the 
repetition of the mistakes that have been 
made in South Africa with regard 


to the sanitation in the camps. I 
have heard of camps being pitched 


where another camp has been, and of 
cooking for the troops being done in a most 
undesirable position where the latrines of a 
previous camp had existed. You should 
have attached to each Army corps an 
efficient sanitary corps of skilled officers 
whose business it would be to see that 
the soldiers were camped under the best 
possible conditions. The conditions I 
have mentioned in regard to the camp 
‘followers would not occur if proper 
sanitary supervision existed on the field 
where the camp was placed. I hope that, 
whatever may be done in the direction of 
strengthening the Army Medical Corps, 
some steps will be taken, in the higher 
interests of humanity, to add to our 
Army an efficient corps of sanitary officers, 
who will prevent these things occurring 
in future campaigns in which we may, 
unfortunately, be engaged. I should like 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell us, if he 
can, the number of Army medical officers 
who are now engaged in South Africa. 
As far as I am informed, the Army 
Medical Corps, even at the present time, 
is sadly below the numbers which it 
ought to possess, considering the large 
force which we have in the field in South 
Africa. I dare say the right hon, Gen- 
tleman has great difficulty in getting good 
medical officers, but I hope he will take 
steps to attract a large number of good 
men into the Army Medical Service. 


Mr. BRODRICK : How ? 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER: That is a 
question of administration which the 
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right hon. Gentleman will have to find 


out for himself. I have not been called 


into consultation in the matter, and when 
I am I shall be happy to write a prescrip- 
tion. With reference to this matter, I 
hope the right hon, Gentleman will take 
it into his serious consideration, because 
J believe it is necessary, not only with 
regard to the present condition of things, 
but with regard to the future efficiency 
of our Army, that we should have a much 
larger Army Medical Corps than we have. 
I believe that it is bad policy and bad 
economy to be relying too much upon 
civil surgeons either for home or foreign 
service. By this system you do not always 
get the most desirable-men, and when a 
war is dragging on many of them are 


anxious to return to their civil duties. 


There is another point which I should 
like to draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to, and it is in reference 
to the men who are sent home. There 
are thousands of invalids coming home 
who have had typhoid fever. I think 
all these men should be looked after 
very carefully before they are sent home. 
It is very dangerous to send patients 
home in whom the disease may lurk, 
and they should not be sent to this 
country too soon, because they may start 
epidemics in this country. I want, there- 
fore, more cave taken in seeing that these 
men have thoroughly recovered before they 
are sent home. Some very grave cases 
have come to my knowledge of men who 
have been very seriously ill after return- 
ing home through a continuance of the 
symptoms of this enteric fever. That is 
not desirable, and we should do the 
strength of the Army more justice if we 
kept these patients a little longer under 
more suitable conditions in Cape Colony 
before they are sent home. I believe that 
many of them, if they had been kept 
there, would have been able to return to 
their duties without coming home at all. 
I want more care taken in this matter. 
I was very glad to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman give us his description 
of the care taken with regard to the treat- 
ment of the soldiers and invalids return- 
ing home on board ship. I was pleased 
to hear that all invalids were having 
second class accommodation, and that an 
excellent diet was being provided for 
them. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will take care that there is an officer with 
all these bodies of men sent home under 
these conditions, who will see that what is 
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( put down on the paper as the list for the 
| diet is actually supplied to the men. You 


are apt to have all this stated upon a pro- 
gramme, and yet the men may not get 
it, and sometimes the food is not of the 
quality which it ought to be. I hope 
that in all these detachments of dis- 
charged soldiers and invalids sent home 
due care will be taken to see that all 
the provisions supplied are of the quality 
put down upon the prospectus in order 
that we may have none of those com- 
plaints which, after all, are bad for the 
country, bad because they tend to 
damp the patriotism of the men who 
have volunteered, and bad as tending to 
lessen the attachment of our colonial 
brethren. I was glad to hear that the 
right hon. Gentleman was willing to con- 
sider very seriously the advisability of 
letting the men who volunteered in the 
Yeomanry have a chance of returning 
home at the earliest opportunity. Many 
of them are very young men who have 
given up good prospects in business and 
professions simply for the love of their 
country and a desire to do their duty in a 
great national crisis. I think those are the 
men whom we should think of first of all, 
not only as a reward for the loyalty 
which they have displayed, but because 
we want to foster a similar spirit in other 
young men, to secure, in case of future 
need, the same excellent spirit of ‘love of 
country. [hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will be able to answer some of 
these points. 


Mr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
There are two statements which have 
been made in the House to which I desire 
to call the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War. The first is the statement mace by 
the hon. Member for North Louth, who 
stated that at the present time a number 
of the wives and children of Irish soldiers 
who have fought in South Africa are in 
Irish workhouses. I want to know 
whether it is within the knowledge of the 
right hon. Gentieman that that statement 
is true. If it is true, there is not a man 
in this House who would not hear of it 
with extreme regret. If it is true, I want 
to know what is to be done with regard 
to them, because we cannot allow them to 
remain in the workhouse, which would 
be a great discredit to us. I am sure 
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that I shall not appeal to the right hon. | 
Gentleman in vain for some consideration | 
of that kind. Then there is the state- 
ment made by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil, that soldiers in the field 
have had served out to them biscuits 
thirty years old, and beef which had been 
in casks for twenty-seven years. Does 
the right hon. Gentleman know whether 
these statements are true or not, because 
I want to hear them denied. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: My statement 
referred to the food supplied to soldiers 
on the transports. 


Mr. MACNAMARA: Then I will ask | 
the right hon. Gentleman 
soldiers going out on transports have 
been supplied with biscuits thirty years 
old, and with beef which has been in 
casks twenty-seven years. I do not think | 


whether | 


these things are creditable to us as a) 
nation if they are true. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
My hon. friend who has just sat down 
has called attention to a statement made 
by the hon. Member for North Louth, that 
a considerable number of the wives and 
children of Irish soldiers are at present in 
the workhouse, and he has asked the 
Secretary of State to tell him whether 
that is true or not. I will somewhat | 
supplement that question. I believe that 
the State gives a certain allowance to the 
Reservists, but 


wives and children of 
that amount is not sufficient to enable 
them to live in decent comfort, and 
the right hon. Gentleman knows that in | 
almost every town and in every county 
where subscriptions have been collected, 
sums of money have been given to these | 
women and children not for comforts, but | 
for necessaries. It is perfectly true that | 
.in these cases they have some work, but | 
these Reservists often have a house or. | 
their hands where they want their family | 
to live, and if you take the amount | 
given by the State it is absolutely | 
impossible for the family to live 
and keep the home together. I} 
think it is the duty of the Government | 
to place the families of Reservists, while | 


. | 
the husbands ars away, in the same | 


Mr. Macnamara. 
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position of comfort, or as near as possible, 
as they were in before their husbands 
went out to the war. And then there is 
My hon. friend the 
Member tor the Ilkeston Division said 
that he possessed in his own mind a 
scheme for inducing men to enter the 
medical profession in the Army, but he 


' would not state what that scheme was 


unless he was called in for consultation. 


| I know that my hon. friend is a gentle- 
/man connected with the medical pro- 
| fession, but I am sure that my right hon. 


friend the Secretary for War would find 
him of so generous a character that he 


| would not exact a fee for the consultation. 
|The Minister for War has stated 


that 
there is some difficulty in finding some 


| scheme, and I confess that there seems 
|/to me to be a very great difficulty. 
| Therefore, I would suggest to the right 


hon. Gentleman that he should call in 


‘my hon. friend for a consultation some 


that he should get 
what this scheme is. 
It may be good or it may be _ bad, 
but it is worth knowing. My _ hon. 
friend appears to possess a sort of patent 
in this matter, and [ think the country 
should have the benefit of it. I feel a 
very great deal of gratitude to the right 
hon. Gentleman for the candour he has 


| shown during his exposition at the com- 


mencement of this discussion in regard to 


_ the period that he thought the war would 


last. The Colonial Secretary told us that it 
would be over in less than three months 
before the election. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary for War now says 
that it may be finished before we meet 
in February, when he entertains a hope 


‘that the war will be over. The Secretary 


for War is therefore a little more 
cautious, and he says that he cannot say 
that it will last three months longer, but 
the Colonial Secretary says that other 
wars have lasted three or five years, and 
the inference is that this may last the 
I believe that this war is 
costing the country £1,500,000 per week. 


| Therefore, putting it at two years more, 


that will be a sum of £150,000,000 more 
for the cost of this war. I am not going 
to complain of the horrors in the Trans- 
vaal. If you intend to destroy a 
nationality, and it resists, and makes a 
national resistance, you can only 
crush out that nationality by de- 
population, ete. What I complain of is 
that you are trying to destroy a nation- 
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ality, and not that you are using the 
only means which is possible to attain 
your ends. We do not believe that your 
present methods will bring this war to an 
end very quickly, because we believe that 
these men are conscientiously fighting for 
what they believe to be the holiest of 
causes. We throw the responsibility of 
carrying on the war entirely upon the 
shoulders of the Government. We are 
now called upon to vote a sum of money 
which I believe has already been spent. 
Of course, we cannot refuse to give them 
arms, ammunition, and pay for the 
soldiers, and that is the only reason why 
I do not vote against this proposal. 
Another question which I wish to raise 
isthat Ido think that pressure ought to 
be brought to bear upon the Judge at the 
head of the Hospitals Inquiry Commission 
to issue his Report as soon as_ possible, 
for, having sent a Commission to South 
Africa to report upon the complaints 
of the hon. Member for Westminster, 
we certainly ought to have that Report 
before us when we vote this money. It 
is a great pity that we have not, and ii 
the right hon. Gentleman could use his 
influence with the Judge to give the 
Report as soon as possible, I think it 
would be a very desirable thing. The 
right hon. Gentleman rather surprised 
me with some remarks he made 
with regard to the Household Cavalry. 
I allude to the composite regi- 
ment which was sent out at the 
commencement of the war. They de- 
manded to come home, and they have 
been brought back, while the Yeomanry 
are kept there still. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Household 
Cavalry was a privileged corps, but I 
object to privileged corps altogether. 
Privileges in the Army and the system 
which allows only rich men to become 
officers has done the greatest harm to the 
Army. ll such privileges in the Army, 
whether connected with officers or men, 
should be abolished. There ought to be 
equality between man and man, and I 
object to the promotion of certain officers 
merely because they are the pets of 
society, and tothe sons of rich men being 
given advantages over the sons of those 
who, although gentlemen and men of 
education, are not rich. I have great 
hopes of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War as a reformer of the 
Army, but Ido hope that this is not a 
sample of the reforms which the right | 
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hon. Gentleman is going to make. He 
tells us that his reason for bringing this 
regiment back was that they were heavy 
men and the horses were small, and 
that we want light cavalry in South 
Africa rather than heavy cavalry. But 
surely that was a reason for not sending 
them out at all. He told us that they were 
sent out because they claimed to go out 
as a privilege. I suppose that every 
soldier is anxious, as a privilege, to take 
part in the war, as he knows it is his 
only chance of distinction, and if you give 
these privileges to special corps it will 
prevent your getting proper officers for 
the Army. I see there is something 
down about the colonies. I should like 
to know what this amount is for. I am 
one of those who have not been in such 
a wild state of elation at the noble con- 
duct of the colonies. JI want the colonies 
to pay their share. When they talk 
about being so Imperialistic, and want us 
to go to war, it is very easy for them to 
send men—you can always find men who 
love adventure—but let them pay their 
full share, and then I shall respect them 
in their desire. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : They 


have paid in life. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I have just said 
that you can always find in every country 
a large number of men of an adventurous 
spirit. The difficulty is to get the money, 
and I want us to have an understanding 
with the colonies that they shall pay 
their share. I do not know why we 
should be called upon to pay one shilling 
towards the cost of this colonial force. I 
see no earthly reason why the colonies 
should call upon us to pay this amount. 
There is just one other question. I wish 
to know whether due precautions are 
taken to prevent “sweating” in connec- 
tion with the articles that are ready-made 
for the troops and those which are 
ordered. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
for Northampton has asked me two or 
three questions, which I will reply to at 
once. In regard to “sweating,” I can 
assure hon. Members that a careful watch 
will be kept to see that no “sweating ” 
goes on in connection with the making of 
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clothes for the troops, and to see that | whole area we should require a sanitary 
they are made under thoroughly sanitary | corps, perhaps, as large as half the Army. 
conditions. The hon. Member for|A variety of questions have been asked, 
Northampton gave me a good many |and I ask the Committee to allow me to 
pieces of advice, and I am grateful to him | defer my replies. As to the statement 
for them. One of them was that I should | that wives and children of solders have 
all in for consultation the hon. Member | been supported in Irish workhouses, I 
for Ilkeston, and take his prescription | will be glad to make inquiry into any 
with regard to the inducing of medical | special case. If such cases have occurred 
men to join the Army Medical Corps. | they probably have arisen from the num- 
Now I have the greatest respect for the ber of soldiers who married off the 
hon. Member for Ilkeston, and I should | strength of the regiment, and the fami- 
like to hear his views upon this subject. | lies of these were never recognised 
I may say that upon one occasion I took |as_ having to be supported by 
his prescription, and, politically speaking, | the State. It will be impossible in a 
I was very unwell the next morning, and | young army like ours to recognise all 
that was on this point of how to increase | these. As to the supplies provided on a 
the number of these medical officers. If | troopship, the voyage occurred before I 
he has got another prescription I should | entered office, but I understand that after 
like to know what it is. The hon. Mem- | careful investigation steps were taken to 
ber has made some extremely valuable | effectually prevent a recurrence of such an 
observations about the state of the medi-| incident. The supply of horses and 
cal service in South Africa. I hope I | mules to South Africa is being continued 
shali be allowed to say one or two words at the rate of 6,000 per month, and in the 
upon this subject to the House, and I | past thirteen months nearly 200,000 horses 
trust that it will not be supposed that I and mules have been sent out, so that the 
am either temporising or endeavouring to | necessity for mounted troops is fully 
put aside a decision upon an important | recognised. I think that may be taken 
matter. It is absolutely impossible for as evidence that we are not neglecting the 
me, at this moment, to enter into the | matter. 

question of what requires to be done for 
the medical service in South Africa. I nae ; 
helieve that every Member of the House | ,, ee : W “p about the 
takes the deepest interest in this subject. Reservists Mt ome amilies ? Can you 
We have a Commission sitting, and if: ™'S® their allowance ¢ 

anything I can do will induce the Com- | 

mission to report at an earlier date thanit| Mr. BRODRICK: As tothe provision 
otherwise would I shall do it, andI can | for the wives and families of Reservists, 
only say that I am the first man in the | some of them earn between thirty shillings 
House who desires to see the Report. It | and forty shillings a week, but I do not 
is obviously impossible that this question | think the Government allowance _ is 
of the medical service can be dealt with illiberal, and it is true this has been sup- 
now, and it should be put aside until we plemented from private funds. I am 
have got the decision of this body of men | quite ready to approach the question with 
who have been out to South Africainregard lan open mind, but. looking at the pro- 
to it. Whenthe decision of the Commission | yjsion made for the men’s families and 
reaches the War Office the action of the | that about to be made for widows, it willbe 
Department will be prompt, and no pre- | seen the Government are undertaking a 
conceived ideas will prevent the taking of very heavy charge indeed. I may say 
measures necessary, however drastic, to | that we have now 80,000 families on pay, 
put it into operation, and place the ser-| and I may say that my sympathies are for 
vice on a proper footing. There is no | ]jberality in this respect. 

dlesire to prejudge the matter. In a cam- | ; 

paign over an area of such magnitude | 

there must be occasions when medical) Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I think 
service leaves much to be desired, and it we ought to get some more definite 
would be an ideal state of things by | assurance from the right hon. Gentleman 
which every body of troops arriving at as to the treatment meted out to those 
night should have medical inspection of | who are serving usin South Africa. This 
the camping ground, and over the afternoon, by a question to the Leader of 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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the House, I asked whether he was pre- 
pared to tell us the details of the scheme 
which he promised some months ago for 
making adequate provision for the widows 
and families of those men who had 
fallen in the war. He told me to-day, 
what he said six months ago, that a scheme 
is maturing; but while the scheme is 
maturing many of the widows of these 
men, not merely those married off the 
strength of the regiment, are in the work- 
house. Twelve months ago, when these 
men were going out to the war, we were 
told that under no circumstances whatever 
would their widows suffer. The right 
hon. Gentleman now lightly dismisses the 
question by saying that probably those 
women who are receiving parochial relief 
were married off the strength of the regi- 
ment. That is not the case at all. The 
widows of men who lost their lives in the 
campaign are now in receipt of parochial 
relief, or, what is quite as bad, a pittance 
of 2s. 6d. per week from the Patriotic 
Commissioners. I drew attention to this 
particular subject at the commencement 
of the year, and I pointed out that the 
body to whom the administration of the 
Patriotic Fund is committed is a body in 
whom no confidence could be reposed, 


and the Government appointed a com- | 


mittee of inquiry. 


*THe CHAIRMAN ruled that the hon. 
Member was not in order in discussing 
the administration of the Patriotic Fund. 


Mr. KEARLEY : I will content myself 
by asking the Leader of the House if he 
can give us any assurance of a definite 
character that the Government grant tothe 
widows of the soldiers who have lost their 
lives in the war will be paid at once, and 
that there will be no delay in giving them 
that to which they are entitled and which 
the country expects they will receive. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the Com- 
mittee will take the assurauce from me 
that I am quite as desirous as is the hon. 
Gentleman of seeing the whole of this 
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*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
| Holmfirth) said he had opposed the war 
as much as he possibly could, but he did 
not vote against supplies in the war ses- 
sion of 1899. But things had changed 
since that day. The House had been 
misguided and misled several times. 
They had been told that this country 
sought no goldfields or territories, but 
that view had been abandoned, and no 
adequate explanation of the change had 
been given. They had been told that the 
war was inevitable, then that annexation 
was inevitable, and now that the farm- 
burning and other cruelties perpetrated 
were inevitable. He did not believe in 
this doctrine of inevitability. These 
horrors were reported in letters from 
soldiers, and by newspaper correspon- 
dents. He did not know why the state- 
ments of some correspondents in South 
Africa were accepted, and those made by 
a very large number of other corre- 
spondents were discredited. There could 
not be a great conspiracy among the men 
| out there to say what was not true. He, 
however, rested his case of cruelty in 
carrying on the war on Lord Roberts’s own 
proclamations, his own despatches, and his 
own correspondence. In one Lord Methuen 
'was reported as having “denuded ” 
the country in certain localities. Then in 


|a correspondence with General Botha, 


business brought to a satisfactory conelu- | 


sion as soon as possible. May I respect- 
fully appeal to the House to conclude the 
debate, as there will be other opportuni- 
ties for discussion on the two following 


days ? 


Lord Roberts told him that he had 
already given orders that whenever there 
was an attack on the railway the farm 
buildings in the vicinity were to be burned, 
and within a radius of ten miles all the 
farms were to be depleted of their cattle, 
stock, and things of that kind. He was 
not a military authority, but Lord 
Wolseley was ; and the late Commander- 
in-Chief, in his “ Soldiers’ Pocket Book,” 
gave minute instructions as to the de- 
struction of railways, and in no way 
suggested that that was a crime to be 
punished in the barbarous way laid down 
by Lord Roberts. It should be remem- 
bered that a radius of ten miles meant 
314 square miles, or more than two hun- 
dred thousand acres. He had objected 
to the war from the first, that it was 
needless and unjust. It was now carried 
on ina specially barbarous manner. He 
felt now bound to vote against any money 
| wanted for such an evil purpose. 
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right hon. the Secretary for War for | in China. 
the candid statement he had made that | 


night. 
Secretary had made a similar statement 
before the last election. 
down to his constituents and told them 
that the war was over, because he had 
accepted in good faith the assurance to 
that effect of the War Office and the 
Government. But he had been deceived, 
and his constituents had been deceived. 


He was going to vote for supplies to | 


bring this war to a satisfactory con- 
clusion, but he wanted the money to be 
expended wisely and well. The right hon. 
Gentleman had told them that the Govern- 
ment had annexed the Transvaal ; but what 
about the responsibilities of annexation ? 
Were they aware that numbers of the 
creditors of the Transvaal were growling 
for their rights? The right hon. Gentle- 


man had told them that the Volunteers | 


must make a further sacrifice, and 
that they would be required to stay in 
South Africa some time longer. He had 


a letter from a young man who was out | 
4th | 


fighting in South Africa, dated 
November, in which he said that he feared 
the war would not be over for another 
year, and that some of the Volunteers 


He only wished the Colonial | 


He had gone | 


were almost rebelling against being kept so | 
long, and went on to say that recently | 


some had to be arrested for insubordina- 


tion, but the Press Censorship prevented | 


that being published. That was a very 
serious matter, and at any rate it showed 
that a good many Volunteers would be 
glad to get home again. He would 


like to know whether the right hon. | 9 ” lee 
he found there was a sum of a million for . 


Gentleman was having an inquiry made 
into the disaster tothe Highland Brigade 
at Magersfontein. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that the sum for 
China was £500,000. 


*Mr. WEIR was glad to know that, 
/but the right hon. Gentleman should 
‘have stated that before, and he would 
have been saved all anxiety on the sub- 
ject. They knew that large sums of 
money had been spent in chartering slow- 
going boats, and he trusted the authorities 
would charter in future more satisfactory 
vessels. There was a sum of three- 
quarters of a million for the purchase of 
horses. He hoped the system of paying 
for tram and omnibus horses double 
their value had ceased, and that the 
Government would get their horses hence- 
forth at first hand. Then there was a 
sum of £650,000 for barracks. He hoped 
that the barracks would be of such a 
character that the soldiers would be able 
to live in them in decency. He had 
visited the Piers Hill barracks with two 
medical men recently, and found that 
the men’s sleeping accommodation above 
the stables was most unsatisfactory. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said the Vote was 
not for barrack buildings, but tor barrack 
stores. 


*Mr. WEIR said he trusted the stores 
would be of a satisfactory character, and 
not consist of meat twenty-seven years old 
or biscuits made thirty years ago. ‘Then 


the repair of railways in South Africa. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- | 


mat is out of order in referring to that | 


subject. 


*\Mr. WEIR said he would like to know 
how much of this sixteen millions was to 


| Noes, 8. 


He hoped some of this would be used for 
the repair of the ruined farmhouses of 
which we had heard so much. 


Question put— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 284 ; 
(Division List No. 8.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James ‘l'ynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 





Allen, C. P.(Gloucest’r,Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 





Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.( Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj kK. K.(Christeh’ch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Barker John 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
ny Arthur Griffith- 
Bow les, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
jrassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-C outts, W. 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
- aldwell, « James 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cantley, Henry Strother 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnUharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron (Giasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
‘Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dewar, TR (T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph ‘ocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Edwards, Frank 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, EdwardBroe klehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Xt. — Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. 


Galloway, ites Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. “E(Elging Naim 
{sordon, J. ( Londonderry, 8.) 
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| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
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Gordon, Maj. W.(T’er H’ml'ts) 
Goschen, George Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward | 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’uth | 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Heath, James(Statfords,N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginhbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry | 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Johrstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. | 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Knowles, Lees 





Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. Win. Edw. H. 
Lee, CaptA. H.(Hants,Fareh’m | 
Legge, Col. Suan 
Leigh, bl Joseph (Stock port) 
Leng, S sir John 

Leveson-( rower, Frederick N.S, | 
Levy, Maurice | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, coy is William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, pea Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmo’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
MW’Crae. George 
M’Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘kenna, Reginald 
M’Killop,James (Stirlingshire) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Marshall-Hall, Edward 
Maxwell, W.J (Dumfriesshire 
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Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darl’ton 
Peel, Hn. W. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
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Pilkington, Richard 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tadclitfe, R. F. 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, — 
Reid, « James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
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Ritchie, Rt HonChas. Thomson 
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Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hon.Col. Ed. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Stevenson, Francis 8. 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Kt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, F. F-. (Hastings) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, James 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut. -Col. C. E. 


{COMMONS} 


Warner, ThomasCourtenay T.. | 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts) | Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(York,W.R.) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Whiteley.H.(Ashton-under-L. 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,RtHnJ Powell-Birm 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick | 
Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R. | 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid) | 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 








Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 





Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and! 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Brigg, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Lloyd-George, David 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. | of all. 
| Members. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 


Chair.” 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK 
FINANCE. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
In accordance with our ancient consti- 
tutional practice I rise to move an 
Amendment whereby we 
grievance shall precede Supply. The 
subject which I shall deal with to-night 
is important, although I trust to make my 
remarks upon it as brief as possible. I 
was attacked on the last occasion I made 
a motion of this kind, on the ground that 
it was not the proper or usual thing to 
do. Yet it isa most necessary thing to do. 
This motion of an Amendment to your 
leaving the chair on going into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, is, Sir, 
one of the few opportunities that private 
Members have left of bringing forward 
matters of general interest, and matters 
with regard to which we are afforded no 
opportunities upon the Estimates. There 
are now but four opportunities left to 
Private Members—the Queen’s Speech, the 
Estimates and Questions, and this. The 
fourth is the most important opportunity 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Thomas,J.A.(Glm’rg’n,Gower 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R. 


' Government to that end. 


affirm that | 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Cremer and Mr. John 
Burns. 


I say this for the benefit of new 
The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has threatened me with the aboli- 
tion of this rule of the House—-a most 
ancient rule—and I am_ officially in- 
formed that steps will be taken by the 
I hope when 
the time comes I shall have the sup- 
port of both sides of the House in 
resisting any such alteration if ever it 
be proposed. Now, Sir, the subject 
that I am about to deal with un- 
doubtedly is.of very great importance. 
It is the subject of a very great national 
liability, which by many is not realised, 
and which by some is even denied. I do 
not think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will deny it. It is the question of the 
liability of the Consolidated Fund—that 
is to say, of the taxpayers of this country — 
to make good the deficit of the Post Oftice 
Savings Bank. The Post Office Savings 
Bank has had a remarkable career; for 
twenty years it showed a profit on 
its transactions of £1,600 a year, but 
four years ago it took a different turn, 
and since then has shown a loss which 
now amounts to something like £34,000. 
The Post Office Savings Bank is bound 
by law to pay its depositors a settled 
rate of two and a half per cent., and the 
Postmaster General’s Report, from which 
all my figures are taken, shows that 
the cost of managing the bank is 7s. 3}d. 
per cent., which, of course, has to be 
added to the £2 10s., the settled fixed 
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rate of interest which has to be paid to { Sell your Consols? Do you suppose you 
depositors, so that the total cost to the | could sell £67,000,000 of Consols at the 
Bank is £2 17s, 34d. per cent. But particular price of the day? It would be 
the Post Office has not recently been impossible. Down would go the market 
able to make £2 17s. 34d. upon its | price, and your assets, instead of being 
investments, and, consequently, it has | worth half a million less than your liabi- 
paid more than it has earned for | lities, would be worth two or three 
them. The balance-sheet of the Post millions less. I do not suppose for a 
Office Savings Bank at the end of last | moment that depositors will rush for their 
year showed a deficiency in assets, as | money all at once, but you are open to 
compared with liabilities, of no less than that liability. I have already mentioned 
£504,928. This deficiency of the assets | one remedy that is proposed, but theve 
as compared with the liabilities was a are other proposed remedies. The 
deficiency shown at the price at which | Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed as 
the assets aretaken. A great deal might | a remedy that instead of the State pay- 
be said about the reliability of this balance- ing 24 per cent. to the depositors it 
sheet as to the assets. I notice that by | should henceforth pay a rate, to be fixed 
some means or other the value of the annually in advance by the Treasury— 
building has been increased by £100,000 that is to say, by the very body that 
over the cost price. The assets consist | borrows the money. The Treasury 
largely of Consols, which have fallen con- was yearly to fix this varying rate 
siderably since then. The price of this in relation to the earning power of the 
part of the assets at the date when taken money. In other words, by the Bill 
was 991; they are now about 973, a fall introduced by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
of 2 per cent., which has to be added to | chequer, the Treasury would be called 
the half-million doficiency as shown. The; upon to do what no stockbroker or no 
importance of this fact is to be found in the | stock-jobber can do, namely, to predict the 
consideration that every halfpenny of price of Consols during the ensuing year in 
deficiency arising in the Post Office assets advance. Is it not evident that such a 
has to be made good out of the Con-, Bill could not be entertained? The Chan- 
solidated Fund. It is the taxpayers, cellor of the Exchequer seemed to 
therefore, who are liable. The increasing reproach me the other day for not having 
gravity of the situation has been recog- favoured it, but no man of sound sense 
nised again and again, and various | could favour it. He himself took the 
remedies have been proposed. One precaution of introducing it under the 
remedy proposed has been the old one of |‘fen-minutes rule, and the consequence 
investing in a worse security in order to was that it could not be and was not 
get a higher rate of interest. Ibelieve it discussed in the House. It certainly 
was Mr. Fox who made the discovery would not have survived ten minutes 
that no man need want money who would | discussion in a House including such a 
pay enough for it, and it was on that large number of business men. There 
principle that he obtained the money he | are other remedies—but I am not the 
squandered in gambling, but I contend family physician. He is the right hon. 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer , Gentleman, and it is for him to propose a 
must be constrained to keep the deposits | prescription, and then we can see whether 
of the Post Office Savings Bank in proper | we can accept it or not. There is this to 
security. But this is not the worst | be borne in mind with reference to the 
of it. The 130 millions in the| Post Office Savings Bank. The object of 
Post Office Savings Bank is a liability , those who put money into it is not 
to pay deposits which are practically pay- | primarily to obtain a high rate of interest 
able at call, or within, I believe, ten days. | or any interest at all. The object is to 
That liability is practically at call. The | keep the money safe for poor persons, 
Post Office Savings Bank is liable, and | who, as a rule, have no strong boxes 
every taxpayer in the kingdom is liable if | or banking accounts of their own. 
the Post Office is unable to meet its liabi- The first thing and almost the only thing 
lities. That is the serious part of the depositors look to is security for their 
matter. Suppose a large number of | money, and I do not believe that in one 
depositors demanded gold, as was once | case out of ten they think of the rate of 
recommended in this country in order to | interest at all ; indeed I suppose that not 
coerce a Ministry, what would you do?) in one case out of twenty do they under- 
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stand what the rate of interest means. 
Another abuse suggests itself. Persons 
for whom it was not intended have 
used the Savings Bank to make some- 
thing out of the State, and they have 
contributed to the loss that has been 
incurred. Other persons have used the 


primarily intended, and for whom I 
believe it ought to be kept. Merchants, 
shopkeepers, rich men and millionaires 
for all I know, use the Savings Bank for 
the investment of their money. You 


mum sum allowed to be deposited. But 
however that may be, undoubtedly some- 
thing remains to be done to put the Post 
Office Savings Bank on a proper and busi- 
nesslike footing. I am not alone in 
holding that opinion. Only last Friday 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer gave me 
two answers on the subject. One was 
that it was an important matter which 
deserved the attention of Parliament, and 
the other was that he did not intend to 
pay any attention to it. Under such cir- 
cumstances I have used my right to direct 
the attention of the House in a very 
short and summary manner to a very 
grave matter. I trust the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will treat it as I have 
treated it, from the point of view of the 
liability of the State, that he wiil recog- 
nise its importance, and that he will be 
able to hold out some hope, not this ses- 
sion perhaps, but in a future session, 
that he will bring forward some measure 
which will relieve the State of a growing 
liability, and which will put the Post Office 
Savings Bank on a proper footing and 
restrict its use to those for whom it was 


intended. I beg to move, Sir. 
Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 


cham) formally seconded the motion. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 


‘the yearly loss shown during the four years | 


to the 3lst day of December, 1899, on the 
trading of the Post Office Savings Bank, and 
the fact that on the 3lst day of December, 
1899, its balance sheet showed an excess of 
liabilities over assets of £504,928 Is. 10d., 
demand the serious attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government, and render it necessary that early 
steps should be taken to place the Post Office 
Savings Bank on a more satisfactory footing,’ 
instead thereof.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) : 


Ar, Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


THE EX- 
BEACH, 


*THoe CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 


ie “ | Bristol, W.): The hon. Member began 
Savings Bank than those for whom it was | 


his observations by saying that he 
attached great importance to the right of 
moving Amendments to the motion “that 
the Speaker do leave the Chair,” on going 
into Committee of Waysand Means. Just 


, , | at the close of last session, the hon. Member, 
might meet that by reducing the maxi- | 


having discovered that this right remained 
to private Members, took advantage of it 
at a time which was most inconvenient 
to the House of Commons. I will venture 
to say it was proved to be inconvenient 
because, after the hon. Member had 
spoken for some half-hour or more, no 
one attempted to take part in the debate. 
Now, again, at a moment when we need 
ail our time if we are to meet the general 
convenience of the House, the hon. 
Member has thought fit to take advantage 
of his privileges. I can only say that if 
those privileges are to be maintained, 
they ought to be exercised in conformity 
with the general convenience of the 
House ; and the way to lose them is to 
act precisely as the hon. Member has 
done. It must be remembered that for 
nearly thirty or forty years this right to 
move Amendments to the motion to go 
into Committee of Ways and Means _ had 
practically lapsed until the hon. Member 
revived it, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I could give 
scores of instances. I do not choose the 
moment. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man puts down his motion, I put down 
my Amendment. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Now, as to 
the Amendment of the hon. Member, in 
the first place it is impossible for me or 
any one else to do anything with regard 
to this question in the present session. 
The hon. Member recognises that himself. 
In the second place, I think the hon. 
Member is entirely wrong as to the facts 
on which he founds himself. He has 
stated, in the first place, that the position 
of the Savings Banks is most precarious, 


| because of the deficiency in annual income 


| 
| 


as compared with the receipts from in- 
vestment. He takes a period of three or 





iX- 
CH, 
yan 

he 


hat 
ing 
ust 
er, 
1ed 
f it 
ant 
ure 
ent 
iad 
no 
ite. 
ped 
ral 
on. 
age 
; if 
ed, 
ity 
the 
; to 
has 
for 
; to 


o 
1ad 
ber 


ive 
the 
tle- 
wn 


to 

in 
. or 
ard 
ion. 
elf, 
on- 
ucts 
has 
ion 
US, 
yme 
in- 
> or 





‘603 Post Office Savings 


four years during which that has been 


the case ; but he entirely omitted to men- | 


tion what I told him only the other day 
—that in the current year it was probable 
that there would be a profit. His second 
point is this—that taking the valuation 


of the assets of the Post Office Savings | 
Bank on 31st December, 1899, there | 
was a deficiency on a total of 129 millions | 


of £504,000. But on the previous De- 
cember 31st there was a surplus of over 
£10,000,000, and that proves that it is 
impossible to deal with this matter in 
the off-hand manner which the hon. Mem- 
ber suggests. I think I have said enough 
to show, I hope, that it is not necessary 
for the House to proceed with this dis- 
cussion to-night. I can make no promise 
with regard to any legislation or proposal 
for next session. The hon. Member is 
aware that I have expressed my opinion 
that the position of the Savings Bank 
is a matter for the consideration of the 
House of Commons. I attempted oniy 
last session to deal with it by a Bill 
which [I was not anxious at all to 
force on the House, but which I was 
anxious to have exmined by a Select 
Committee, and which would have 
been so examined if the hon. Member 
and a few others had not opposed the 
Second Reading. I can only say that I 
think I have a little more knowledge of 
the position of savings hanks than the 
hon. Member, that attention is being de- 
voted to the subject, and that I adhere 
entirely to what I have said—that the 
subject is one which deserves the atten- 
ticn of Parliament. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I think the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer should not be so 
severe on my hon friend, because we have 


really very few occasions on which to | 


bring this matter up. I myself have 
taken immense interest in this subject for 
years. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has held out hope year after 
year, for five or six years, when matters 


many 


did not press as they are pressing now, 


{11 DecEmMBER 1900} 


that the question would be dealt with, | 
and I think if he had been a little firmer | 


he might have done something in connec- 
tion with the matter during the last Par- 
liament. Certainly we were given to 
understand that something would be done. 
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I do not quite agree with my hon. friend 
with regard to the Bill that was intro- 
duced. I think it was a pity that it was 
not read a second time and sent to a 
Committee, as we are all agreed that 
something should be done. We want 
something done that will put the Post 
Office Savings Bank on a proper founda- 
tion. It is perfectly sound, of course, 
and I should be sorry if the idea went 
abroad that it was not absolutely sound. 
The security is the best in the world, the 
security of this country. I think the 
House is indebted to my hon. friend for 
bringing this matter forward at this 
moment. But the present is not a favour- 
able opportunity for dividing on the 
Amendment, and I would therefore ask 
him to withdraw it. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : It seems 
to me that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer took up a very reasonable position 
in the earlier part of his speech. He said 
that this was an inconvenient time to 
discuss the subject, and if he had con- 
tented himself with that remark I should 
not have troubled the House with any 
observations. But when this important 
subject is touched upon, and when the 
hon. Gentleman opposite tries to urge the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to disturb 
this long-standing security which exists 
for the savings of the poor, I always make 
it a point of duty to protest. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, however, 
was not—I go the length of saying—quite 
sound in the latter part of his speech, 
and I am not quite satisfied with his 
attitude on the question. In the Bill he 
introduced he suggested that there should 
bea fluctuating rate of interest, to besettled 
from time to time by the Treasury, instead 
of a fixed rate of interest as at present. 
That was the principle of the Bill brought 
in by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and what I wish to say is that in my 
opinion no case whatever has been made 
out for interfering with the rate of interest 
paid for many years by the Post Office 
Savings Bank. It is a convenience 
greatly appreciated by millions of the 
poor of this country, and it works 
admirably. The miserable loss which 


/has been mentioned as having occurred 


| in four years has not been contrasted with 


the large profits made in other years, and 
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the fictitious nature of the case which the 
hon. Member sought to make out is shown 
by the answer of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. When such a gigantic busi- 
ness is done the alleged loss that has been 
mentioned is sur:ly capable of a great 
deal of explanation, but no case has been 
made out for touching this important 
national institution. My object is to 
urge the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
maintain the rigid attitude he took up in 
the earlier part of his speech, and not to 
accept the idea that it is necessary to do 
anything whatever. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): I wish to say that I fully 
agree with the remarks of my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn with re 
ference to the Bill introduced in the last 
Parliament, in which a fluctuating rate of 
interest was proposed at the will of the 
Treasury. I do not, however, agree 
that depositors do not know what rate of 
interest they get. They know extremely 
well, they base their calculation on the 
exact amount they are to receive in any 
one year, and I think it is most essential 
that they should know what rate of 
nterest they are to get. I also think 
that it is essential that the Post Office 
should not pay a higher rate of interest 
than they can afford to pay. It is not 
right that they should work their busi- 
ness at a loss, and that they should com- 
pete with bankers in banking business, 
and engage in very doubtful investments 
in order to earn the money. The bulk 
of the money is earned by the Public 
Loan Commissioners, who lend money to 
all sorts of undertakings on security 
which is sometimes very doubtful indeed. 
As long as the rate of interest is low 
borrowers go elsewhere, but the moment 
the rate of interest goes up they rush to 
the Commissioners and take loans from 
them for all sorts of undertakings. I 
desire to associate myself with my hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn in 
the criticism he passed on the measure 
introduced by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. I hope the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will recognise that something 
must be done and that when he introduces 
another measure a feature of it will be a 
fixed rate of interest. 


Mr. DALZIEL: My hon. friend the 
Member for West Islington thought it 


Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS} 


was his duty to explain that he thought 
that the first part of the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was very 
reasonable. I rise to say that in my 
opinion the first part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech was most unreason- 
able. He blamed my hon. friend opposite 
for taking this opportunity to bring for- 
ward what everyone admits is a very im- 
portant question. I think we have got to 
a point now in the administration of this 
country when really we have got to ask 
ourselves whether the Government ought 
to call Parliament together at all. The 
hon. Member opposite is told that one of 
the few remaining privileges of a private 
Member—and my hon. friend is one of 
the best champions of them-—ought not 
to be availed of to bring forward a motion 
of this kind, because it was not convenient 
to the Government. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: And to the 


House. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Of course the con- 
venience of the House means the conve- 
nience of the Government. We shall be 
told that if we discuss this matter 
at any length to-night the House 
will be asked to meet on Mon- 
day next. That is the sort of 
argument that we are accustomed 
to. The Government calls Parliament 
together, arranges the shortest amount 
of time to enable them to pass their pro- 


posals through their different stages, and. 


then we are threatened that the House 
will have to sit in a new week unless they 
get everything they want. I protest 
most emphatically against this way of 
carrying on the business of the country. 
What was to prevent the Leader of the 
House utilising the time that was abso- 
lutely wasted on the second day of the 


session, when the Speaker was in the 


Chair for the greater part of the day, and 
when there was practically no swearing- 
in going on and no business being trans- 
acted? That day might have been occu- 
pied with the public business of the 
country. As the business is now arranged 
it is impossible for us to discuss important 
motions like that now before the House, 
because we are told we are interfering 
with the convenience of the House and ot 
the Government. I hope, Sir, the hon. 
Gentleman opposite will not be dis- 
couraged by the attack made on him by 


Bank Finance. 605. 





re 
N 
eC 
fo 
bi 
di 
in 
ck 


fe 
ne 
Ce 
th 


dk 
di 
nt 
to 
pr 


th 


har 
Th 
ot 

of 

pec 
Sa 
dor 


ir) 


it 


le 





607 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Supplemental War 


it is not likely that he will, but I think | 


that also we must form a band of private 
Members in this House to protect our- 
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I think | the service of the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1901, the sum _ of 


| £16,000,000 be granted out of the Con 


selves from the attacks of the Govern- | 


ment. We have no opportunities for dis- 
cussion now; we have merely got to 
register the decrees of the Government. 
Nobody desires to interfere with the 
convenience of the House. 


for the Government to arrange the 


But is it fair | 


business in such a way that it cannot be | 


discussed unless Members put themselves | 


in the very undesirable position of being 
charged with inconveniencing the House ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: After the 
statement made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and in deference to the request 
of my hon friend the Member for North 
Islington, I should like to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
feel it is the desire of the House that 
necessary business should now be pro- 
ceeded with. I desired to bring forward 
the question of the surrenders of British 
troops during the war, all of which were 
deplorable, and several of which were 
disgraceful, but I feel that the moment is 
not propitious, and as I hope to be able 
to raise it on a later day I will not now 
proceed with my Amendment.* 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 
Resolved, That, towards making good 
the Supply granted to Her Majesty for 


*The Amendment which the hon. Member 
had placed on the Paper was:—“To move, 


That, in the opinion of the Committee, Courts | 


of Inquiry should be held into the surrender 
of British troops during the war, and es- 
pecially at Nocholson’s Nek, Reddersburg, 
— Post, Roodeval, Lindley, and Dewets- 
dorp.” 


| 
| 


| 


solidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 





SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2). 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The resolution 
I have placed in your hands, Mr. Lowther, 
is toenable us to obtaina sufficient sum 
to make good the £16,000,000 which the 
House has voted to-night. Hon. Members 
may recollect that at the end of July last 
when a Supplementary Estimate had been 
voted, I brought the financial situation be- 
fore the attention of the House, and I then 
showed that after the provisions which 
had been made by the War Loan Act for 
borrowing towards meeting the war ex- 
penditure, when the Supplementary Esti- 
mate that had then been voted had been 
added to that expenditure, I had a sum of 
£10,182,000 still unprovided for. To 
meet this I had in reserve borrowing 
powers under the War Loan Act to the 
amount of £3,000,000, and I obtained 
from the House further powers to issue 
bonds amounting to £13,000,000. Those 
bonds have since been issued together 


with Treasury Bills for £3,000,000 
with the total result that a sum of 
£15,744,000 has been raised — 


£10,000,000 of Exchequer Bonds for 
three years having been issued at the 
price of 98, providing £9,800,000 ; and 
three millions of Exchequer Bonds for 
five years having been issued at the price 
of 981, producing £2,944,000. That, 
therefore, left me a sum of £5,562,000 
more than was necessary to provide for 
the Supplementary Estimate voted last 


July. Now the House has voted another 


Supplementary Estimate of £16,000,000, 
and also I have to provide for a sum 
which I will put in round numbers at 
£500,000 for the interest on the loans 
which have been issued this current 
financial year— £16,500,000 in all. 
Putting the £5,562,000 I have already 
mentioned against that sum it leaves a 
balance unprovided for of £10,938,000, 
and that resolution, therefore, is one to 
authorise me to borrow, by means of a 
further War loan or Exchequer Bonds 
or Treasury bills, a sum of £11,000,000, 
making good, as I think I have shown 
to the House, together with the powers 
already granted, the total supply now 
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voted, and also provision for paying | 


interest on the debt. There will, of 


course, be Supplementary Estimates when | 
we meet in February of the ordinary | 


character ; 
necessary to make provision for them, as 
hon. Members are aware that they are 
met, as a rule, by savings on other heads, 
or possibly also by increase in the esti- 
mated revenue. 1 would say with regard 
to the revenue of the year I am sanguine, 
as I stated in July, that it will produce 
my estimate of last April. Therefore I 
think that the powers | now ask for will 
be sufficient to meet the needs of the 
country on the Estimates already voted 
during the remainder of the financial year. 
I should add that I do not anticipate being 
obliged to avail myself of the fresh bor- 
rowing powers I now ask for until pro- 
bably the month of February, because: I 
have already provided in the ordinary 
way for the remainder of the present 
month, and also for the dividends that 
will be due in January next. After the 
January quarter commences I think that 
hon. Members are aware the Revenue, 
especially from income tax, comes in very 
rapidly, so that I shall have plenty to 
deal with for January and the early part 
of February. March is a month very 
trying to the Exchequer ; and it is in 
Yebruary or March that the borrowing 
powers tor which I am now asking will, | 
anticipate, be required. This is only a 
resolution, as hon. Members are aware, 
on which a Bill will be framed, which Bill 
will be introduced after the Report of the 
resolution ; and that Report will be taken 
to-morrow. I understand it will be con- 
venient to take the discussion on the 
Second Reading of the Bill on Thursday, 
and then, of course, I shall be willing to 
go at length into any questions that may 
arise or that hon. Members may bring 
forward. I beg to move the resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, sums not exceeding eleven million 
pounds may be raised (in addition to any 
sums already authorised to be raised for 
the purpose) by all or any of the following 
methods :— 


(a) by means of the issue of further 


war stock or war bonds under the | 


War Loan Act, 1900 ; or 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


but it is never considered | 








the House. 610: 


(b) by means of the issue of Treasury 
bills ; or 
(c) by means of the issue of Exchequer: 
bonds ; 
and that the principal of, and interest on, 


any money so raised be charged on the: 
Consolidated Fund. 


That all expenses incurred in connection 
with raising the said sums, including an) 
additional remuneration to the Banks of 
England and Ireland, be charged on the 
Consolidated Fund.”—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I assume it is the general wish of the 
Committee to adopt the course which has 
been snggested by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. It is a course which is usually fol- 
lowed on such occasions, and it is that at 
this stage there should be no discussion on 
the resolution. Indeed, we are hardly, 
perhaps, ina position to realise fully the 
effect of what the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes. If the discussion is postponed 
until Thursday the Second Reading of 
the Bill following the Resolution will 
give ample opportunity for discussion. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: There is a 
question which the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer knows the hon. Member for 


lthe Mansfield Division and myself are 
anxious to raise—I refer to the assets of 
the Transvaal—but perhaps it would he 
more convenient to raise it to-morrow 
afternoon. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH assented. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 7th day of this instant December, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


House adjourned accordingly 
at ten minutes before Twelve 
of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. (ing certain Parliamentary Polling Dis- 


| triets in that County [by Act]; to lie 
Wednesday, 12th December, 1900. | upon the Table. 


Several Members took and subscribed 


| 

| 

| POLLING DISTRICTS (LANCASTER). 
the Oath. | 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
| County Council of the County Palatine 
| of Lancaster, altering the Polling Districts 
in the following Parliamentary Divisions 

Victor Christian William Cavendish, | of the County, viz.: Accrington, Bootle, 
esquire, for the County of Derby (Wes- | Clitheroe, Heywood, Ince, Lancaster, 
tern Division). | Middleton, Ormskirk, and Prestwich [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


) Aly i 7 Ss. 
PETITIONS. FLEETS (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
et FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 

INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND | Return ordered, “ showing the Fleets 
Meee INCOME TAX. of Great Britain, France, Russia, Ger- 
Petitions for alterations of law, from | ™@"Y; Italy, United States of America, 
Richmond (Surrey); Metropolitan Li- | and Japan, distinguishing Battleships, 
censed Victuallers; Norwood; and Ken- | built and building ; Cruisers, built and 
sington; to lie upon the Table. | building ;_ Coast Defence V essels, built 
7 and building ; Torpedo Vessels, Torpedo 
| Boat Destroyers, and Torpedo Boats, built 

LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF SALE) | and building.” 

(SCOTLAND). ss 


ae Da * Pi a Pao . ° 
Petition from Helensburgh, for altera- Return to show date of launch, dis- 
tion of law ; to lie upon the Table | placement, and armaments reduced to 
t : : 


}one common scale (in continuation of 
Pavia ee ____| Parliamentary Paper, No. 313, of Session 
SALE OF IN eae LIQUORS ON | 1899).”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
sas | 
Petition from Redgrave, for prohibi- | 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
SUPPLY (lltH DECEMBER). 
TA Resolution reported. 
ALL TR To ? y a MS UTC. “ 
RETURNS, KEPORTS, ETC ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY), 1900-1901. 


“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL COM. | ceeding £16,000,000, be granted to Her 
MISSION). Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for Additional Expenditure, due to 
the War in South Africa and to Affairs 
in China, in respect of the following Army 
SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS Services, namely— 
(MILITARY NOTES). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 11th December, Lord George 
Hu.nilton] ; to lie upon the Table. 


£ 
Copy presented of Military Notes on| Vote 6. Transport and Re- 
the Dutch Republics of South Africa [by _mounts = - - 5,300,000 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 
and other Supplies = - 4,250,000 
i ial pace ik Vote 8. Clothing Estab- 
POLLING DISTRICTS (W ARW ICK). lishments and Services - 750,000 


Copy presented, of Order made by the} Vote 9. Warlike and other 
County Council of Warwickshire, alter- Stores - - : - 4,700,000 
- i b b) 
VOL. LXXXVITI. [FourrH Series.]° 2 B 
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Vote 10. Works, ete.: £ | Government wise in the course they have 
Cost (including Staff for recommended to the House? Both sides 
Engineer Services) - 1,000,000 in this conflict, British and Boer, have 
' many great inducements to put an end 
‘to the struggle. Their inducements are 

Tot: "16 000.000” 85 ; 
Total - -  £16,000,000" | the actual facts and prospects of the day. 
We had a revelation of this in the speech 
*Sir_ ROBERT REID (Dumfries | of the Secretary of State for War last 


Burghs): There was in the earlier part of 
this session a note of satisfaction or at 
least of acquiescence in the policy which 
is now being pursued by Her Majesty’s 
Government with which I for one was 
not able to find myself wholly in agree- 
ment. Certainly I think the tone and 
feeling of the House, especially since the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War, has shown 


that whatever satisfaction might have | 


been originally felt has very considerably 
waned in view of the very serious condi- 
tion of affairs which that right hon. 
Gentleman disclosed. It would not be in 
order to do so, and [am not about to 
enter at all into the question of the policy 
which has led up to this most unhappy 
conflict. I think myself that the fatal 
policy of the Colonial Secretary was the 
original fountain from which all these 
waters of bitterness have flowed, but it 
would be quite irrelevant at the present 
time to enter upon any considerations of 
that kind. Nor do I intend to say 
anything upon the policy of annexation 
which has been announced some time. 
Every leading statesman, or nearly every 
one, on both sides of the House, from 
each extreme of view, from Lord Salis- 
bury to my right hon. friend the Member 
for Montrose Burghs, has, however re- 
luctantly, acquiesced in that policy, and 
from that time it was apparent that the 
fate of the controversy was sealed. I do 
not pretend that I have shared in that 
view, but I feel that it would be foolish 
and worse than foolish—it would be 
wrong—to attempt in any way to under- 
mine or to undo it, becanse such a course 
might be affording encouragement for a 
further prolongation of this most em- 
bittered contest to the brave men who 
are fighting in the field, and might 
expose our own soldiers to a continuance, 
possibly, of the present horrors of war. 
The question which really arises on this 
Vote is, given that annexation is the 
necessary consequence of what has gone 
before, the necessary sequel to what has 


passed, what policy should be adopted for | 


the purpose of ending this war, and is the 


night. Our loss of men, either killed or 
disabled or put out of action, according 
to the summary given by the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, is about 70,000. Our outlay 
has already been £85,000,000, and I 
believe it will prove to be a great deal 
more. The cost of what is now going 
forward is something like £5,000,000 
every month—I believe it will prove to 
be a great deal more than that ; and when 
we ask how long this condition of affairs 
is to go on the right hon. Gentleman who 
is primarily responsible has pointed us 
to very pertinent examples of warfare of 
a similar character which have lasted not 
for months but for years. It was obvious 
that in the whole course of his speech he 
was preparing the mind of the people of 
this country for a continuance of this 
warfare, expenditure, and horrible devas- 
tation, not merely for a few months, but 
for years, with consequences incalculable, 
not only in men and money, but in 
hampering the industry of the people of 
this country, in postponing all prospect 
of reform, and in ruining the country 
with which we went to war to make more 
prosperous and contented. I do not wish 
to use the language of exaggeration, and 
Ido not think that any gentleman who 
reflects in the light of history upon the 
probable future of such a struggle as 
this will think I really have been using 
the language of exaggeration. Let me 
confine myself to the net results as dis- 
closed in the speeches from the Treasury 
Bench. After all this outlay and fourteen 
months fighting, our soldiers hold the 
ground practically within the range of 
their guns. The territory coming close 
up to the suburbs of Pretoria and Bloem- 
fontein is almost in a state of anarchy. 
The railways are constantly being de- 
stroyed by the enemy; there are great 
‘amps of women and children whom the 


Colonial Seeretary told us it was neces-f 


/sary to remove to places of safety in 
Lee F : 

order that they might be safeguarded 
against outrage and violence by natives. 
There is dacoiting in full play, and we 
have been told that we are to contem- 
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plate a probability of famine. When 
famine comes it will first attack the 
natives, the consequence of which may be 
apprehended in a native rising, the 
natives numbering four, five, or six times 
the whites—a rising which must lead to 
massacres of the whites, accompanied by 
all the horrors which have been witnessed 
on similar occasions in all the unprotected 
regions—that is to say, nearly the whole 
—of the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony. The future is still more ominous. 
The feeling of the Boers is unquestion- 
ably being embittered more and more 
every day. The feeling among the 
Dutch in the Cape is rising, I am 
afraid, very rapidly. I trust and believe 
there is still among the Dutch population 
of Cape Colony, arising from a recollection 
of British justice administered for so 
many years with so much impartiality, 
a feeling of loyalty and a desire to assist 
this country in the great difficulties in 
which we find ourselves. I remember on 
one occasion, a friend of mine, one of the 
most distinguished men in the United 
States, President Harrison, in the course 
of the discussions we had last year in the 
Venezuelan Arbitration, saying one thing 
that struck my mind. He said that the 
great position of Great Britain throughout 
the world was not due to her mighty 
armaments, or even to her uncontrolled 
sway over the sea; it was due to the 
purity of her justice. I believe that the 
recollection of that, the feeling that British 
justice is pure justice, will do more than 

anything else to retain in their loyalty 
the sorely tried Dutch population of the 
Cape. But there undoubtedly is danger 
of great disaffection and discontent to 

which no man can shut his eyes. We 

have taken upon ourselves the govern- 
ment of huge territories, new territories, 

which are said by some to be as large as 

France and Spain together ; I think that 

is an exaggeration, but at any rate they 

are much larger than France ; territories 

in which there is no chance of our being 

able to establish permanent government, 

except sooner or later by the consent of 

the white people who are living there ; | 
and every day this unhappy business 

goes forward makes the time more distant 

at which we can hope to win that 

consent. There has been danger, as was 

stated by a Cabinet Minister only two or 

three months ago, and there may again 

be danger, of the necessity of depriving 

the Cape of its present constitution, or in | 
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some degree of modifying it. If that be 
so, unless by some method of conciliation 
we can succeed in attracting the good 
will and in encouraging forgetfulness and 
forgiveness on both sides in regard to 
what has happened in this terrible fight, 
we may find ourselves in this position— 
that the whole territory of Cape Colony, 
Natal, and the two colonies we have an- 
nexed, will have to be goverued by force, 
and by force alone. If that duty ever falls 
upon this country, I will not say it is an 
impossible duty to discharge, but I will 
say it is by far the most onerous business 
that even this country has ever under- 
taken, and that, notwithstanding the 
almost limitless resources of this 
country in treasure and in the 
bravery of our men, we shall find it a 
task which will imperil the very ex- 
istence of the British Empire. Hitherto, 
there have been very few efforts to put 
an end to this war except by the use of 
force. There has been, I think, somewhat 
of a change of temper not merely in the 
Government, but visibly on the bench 
opposite, and still more visibly in the 
country at large; there has come a feel- 
ing that after all what Mr. Bright once 
said is true—namely, that force is no 
remedy ; that, at all events, such methods 
as have been adopted have been failures. 
In the first place there was an attempt to 
carry on the military government of 
these new colonies in a spirit of leniency, 
for which Lord Roberts cannot be too 
highly praised. That leniency did not 
succeed in putting an end to the war. 
Why? I believe there were two reasons. 
The first was that unconditional surrender 
was in all cases insisted upon. Uncon- 
ditional surrender is very well if you are 
dealing merely with a military force, but 
it is not well if you have an eye to form- 
ing a government with a possibility of 
reconciling to the new form of govern- 
ment the people whom you are asking to 
submit. The second reason seems to have 
been that while we demanded uncon- 
ditional surrender we were avowedly 
unable to extend to those who did uncon- 
ditionally surrender the protection to 
which they were absolutely entitled. The 
position of men was this: They were 
offered, and most wisely, the right of 
going back to their farms under an oath 
of neutrality. If the district to which 
they returned could have been or was 
protected by our troops that would have 
been a merciful course, one worthy of the 
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traditions of this country, and one which 
would have hada far betterchance of success. 
But every gentleman who studies the facts 
must know that we were quite unable to 
extend that protection. After our troops 
had succeeded in forcing upon these men 
an unconditional surrender the men 
found themselves exposed to the visits 
of their cwn countrymen who refused to 
recognise the oaths of neutrality, as in 
such warfare always occurs, and the men 
were placed in this position: if they did 
not join the Boer commandoes they were 
liable to be shot, while if they did join 
they were liable to be treated as men 
who had violated the oath of neutrality 
and upon whose shoulders and property 
the consequences of that violation must 
fall. Then came the usual cry for in- 
creased severity. Everyone who looks 
back at precedents in this matter will 
acknowledge that this always happens. 
In the instances quoted by the Secretary 
of State for War it happened ; it  hap- 
pened in Spain, and it has happened 
in Cuba and elsewhere. When mea- 
sures of a comparatively — concilia- 
tory character fail there is an 
immediate cry for increased severity. 
To what extent that increased severity 
went, and to what extent farm- 
houses and property have been destroyed 
I know not; we have not the information 
entitling us to judge upon that matter. 
We have newspaper paragraphs, but if 
there has been one thing more conspicuous 
than another in the course of this war it 
has been the entire unreliability of news- 
paper information. I do not, therefore, 
tor a moment desire to lay undue stress 
upon the measures of severity that have 
been taken ; | do not know what they are. 
Of this [ ain perfectly certain: I for one 
shall not believe until it is proved by 
conclusive authority that either our 
officers or our men have willingly been 
the instruments of a cruel policy. If there 
have been proclamations which have en- 
tailed cruelty, the gentlemen whom we 
see opposite are the people responsible for 
it, and upon them, and not upon the offi- 
cers must fall the responsibility for any- 
thing that has happened—if anything has 
happened—contrary to the traditions of 
warfare and the honour of this country. 
Before Parliament met there appeared in 
the organs of the press which have inflamed 
this controversy from beginning to end, 
and which share in no small degree the 
responsibility of bringing about the 
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war, a clamour for still further severity. 
The only result of severity in the 
past has been to make more enemies 
and to make those enemies more 
bitter. If such a course be pursued it 
will tend only to the prolongation of the 
war and to the further embitterment of 
any relations that may subsist after the 
war is over. I believe that the idea of 
proceeding by such methods would be as 
great a miscalculation of human forces 
as any that has preceded it in the course 
of this conflict. I say the time has 
arrived for negotiating. The time has 
arrived for offering these men terms— 
[“« No, no !’|—not terms inconsistent with 
British dominion, but terms upon the 
basis that the territories should remain 
part of the British dominions. I know 
very well that the people of this country 
would not listen to any proposal for un- 
doing the annexation, but I say that con- 
sistently with the maintenance of the 
3ritish dominions it is time now to offer 
terms to these men and to discard the 
idea of unconditional surrender. Uncon- 
ditional surrender at all times involves a 
degree of humiliation, which, after all, isa 
comparatively small matter considering 
what we are dealing with. When you 
are dealing with a number of men who 
are confessedly very ignorant, and who 
have been taught no doubt a good deal of 
the kind of language used in some organs 
of the British press, you must remember 
that to ask for unconditional — sur- 
render is to give them no assurance 
whatever of the fate in store for them 
when peace has been restored. The 
Government ought to inform the 
men now in arms against us that they 
are willing to give an amnesty if the 
enemy will lay down their arms ; in the 
second place, that they are willing to 
assist with money to re-stock and re 
build their farms, without which it is 
impossible to expect any restoration of 
the industry of that which is our own 
territory and which none of us desire to 
see left a desert. In the next place, we 
should offer them the promise of self- 
government and free institutions at as 
early a date as possible—not generations 
hence, as the Prime Minister suggested— 
with all the necessary precautions and 
under the British flag, so that there could 
not be the least possible chance of any 
military danger arising again. The 
difficulties, I do not doubt, are very great 
‘indeed. Will hon. Gentlemen opposite 
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try to put aside party feelings and con-; part of a great number of persons who 
sider what the difficulties and dangers of | have neither authority nor position—a 
our present position are if we take any | series of constant attacks upon those who 
other course? We are really in danger | are to be our fellow-subjects in.the future. 
of a continuance of this war for a very | These attacks have now been recognised 
long period at an enormous cost, pro- in public by the Colonial Secretary to be 
gressively alienating whatever remnant— | unjust. He has told us that we have 
and I hope it may be a large one—there | brave enemies. No man who is willing 
may be among the Dutch in favour of the | to be just can deny that we have brave 
maintenance of union wich ourselves. Is | enemies. He has told us that in the main 
it not worth while to try and see whether they have conducted this war honourably 
these men now in arms are prepared to | according to the rules of warfare, and 
accede to terms which do not disturb the | have shown compassion and_ kindness 
annexation? Why should we not at) towards those who have fallen into their 
least make an effort in the hope of pre- | hands. 

venting the ruin which will follow if this 

war continues much longer? But if we Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Birming- 
are to have any chance of success we ham, §.): So have we. 

must also recognise the impossibility of 
carrying out negotiations of this kind q : : = : 
through those who have been the instru- Sir ROBERT REID: The right hon. 
ments of this war, and whose policy has Gentleman says “So have we.” Of 
met with so much opposition in South course we have. Ido not doubt it for 
Africa. I am not going to mention any one moment; I take it for granted ; but 
names, or to make any attack, especially while we claim that we are a humane and 
upon an absent man. Let us suppose for 
a moment there has been in South Africa, 
among those who are charged with the 
subordinate responsibility of carrying out always been the custom among brave 
the duties and the policy imposed upon combatants. These men have, on the 
them from here, as much wisdom and as | Whole, conducted the war honourably. 
conciliatory a temper as you can imagine, That there have been instances to the 
It still remains that the instruments of | contrary, I do not for a moment doubt ; 
the Imperial policy have necessarily pro- | there always are in war. If they have these 
voked a degree of hostility and acrimony | qualities they are worthy of being treated 
on the part of those who are opposed tous With all the consideration that you can 
which will make the snecess of any negotia- extend consistently with the maintenance 
tions very difficult. It is the duty ot the | of the policy which the Government have 
Government to send out, not as super- | laid down. I believe that, although it is 
seding any official at all, but for the late in the day, if an attempt is made to 
purpose of negotiating, if possible, treat these men as brave and honourable 
a peace, the ablest man they can adversaries, offering to negotiate with 
find for the purpose in this country. | them on terms which they must have the 
It is a crisis, and, if it is not recognised | greatest possible Interest In accepting, 
now, it will be before long—one of the because they are most injured by the con- 
gravest crises in which this country has | tinuance of the war, we may still have a 
been for a long time. We ought to use| chance of laying the foundation of a 
the very ablest talent we possess ; we peaceable and harmonious empire in South 
ought to send out a man of great| Africa. But if we adhere to the policy of 
authority and experienced judgment for | severity, and refuse even now we are 
the purpose of seeing whether by means | Victors and have vanquished our enemy 
of negotiation some conclusion of this war in the field to offer them any terms that 
may be arrived at. There isonly one other | brave men and honourable men can 
thing I have to say. If we are to have | accept, I say that although you may nave 
any chance of reconciliation at present | won the General Election, you will have 
or in the future we must do justice to | lost South Africa 

our enemies. Throughout the last twelve, 
fourteen, or eighteen months there has| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): We are 
been—I do not say on the part of gentle-| asked to vote a large sum of money 
men of authority and position, but on the! for the continuance of the war. We are 





merciful people we ought also to recognise 
the truth in regard to our enemies, as has 
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obliged to finish the war, and we are | 
obliged to vote this money, but this 
opportunity seems to be a proper one for 
offering a few observations upon the way 
in which the war has been conducted, and 
a few suggestions as to the way in which 
it may be determined. I fear there is a | 
risk, unless a better policy is adopted, that 
the war may continue for a long time to 
come. We had last night from the Secre- 

tary of State for War, whom I desire to 
congratulate upon his accession to the 
high office—never more important than at 
the present moment—to which he has been 
appointed by Her Majesty, a statement 
which I thought not only clear but very 
creditable to his courage and character. 
Someone referred to it as a pessimistic 
speech. It appeared to me to be a per- 
fectly truthful and sincere statement, and 
it is far better that the House and the 
country should know the views of the 
Government with regard to the position 
at which we have arrived. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave us some instances in 
which a scattered and irregular warfare 
had been long continued. One other was 
added with great appositeness by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Forest of Dean. I[ will add two 
others which are perhaps even more 
remarkable—namely, the long time 
it took the French to reduce Algeria, a 
contest prolonged to fifteen or twenty 
years, and the equally long time it took the 
Russians, with all the advantages of an 
enormous force and superior arms, to 
reduce the resistance of Schamy! and the 
mountain tribes of the Caucasus. There- 
fore I do not think the Secretary of State 
was pessimistic when he led us to believe 
that possibly this warfare might last for 
a considerable time. He also observed 
with truth that this war had been marked | 
by many miscalaulations. The first was 

that the Transvaal Government would 

give way entirely during the negotiations. | 
The second was that the Transvaal Gov- | 
ernment would wait until we had sur- 

rounded their borders with an overwhelm- | 
ing force before they struck at us. The 
third was that the war would soon be over. 
The fourth was that the taking of Bloem.- | 
fontein and Pretoria would put an end to | 
the war. The fifth was that when we had | 

offered terms to those who came in and | 

took the oath we would be able to protect | 
those who accepted the terms and to | 
segregate a large number of the burghers | 
from further resistance. Every one of 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} | 


/sion from the Government. 
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| these calculations has proved to be entirely 
erroneous. It is not the case that in war 


_the unexpected always happens, and that 


we could not make provision against what 
has occurred. In the great war of 1870 
between Germany and France from 
beginning to end there was scarcely 


“an event that happened unforeseen to the 


German Government, and they marched 
from victory to victory because they had 
calculated everything beforehand. Want 
of foresight has been our bane throughout 
the whole of this business, during the 
negotiations preceding the war, and « luri ing 
these fifteen months of war. I do not 
deny for a moment that the war has been 
conducted under the greatest difficulty. 
It is a very difficult thing to fight a nation 
in arms, and that is what we are doing. 
Every burgher of the Free State and the 
Transvaal is as much a soldier as every 
one of us would be if volunteering were 
made universal by law, in which case it 
would cease to be volunteering. But 
although the armies of the two Republics 
are citizen armies they are not therefore 
guerillas ; they are entitled to be treated 
as combatants in every respect, and to 
the same extent and degree as the armies 
of France or Germany. I do not think 
they ought to be prejudiced in any way 
because they are citizen soldiers ; least of 
all should men be so treated when they 
are fighting for their independence. 
There is a certain fallacy underlying the 
expression “ guerilla warfare.” That ex- 
pression began to be used when in the 


great Peninsular War there were, in 
addition to the regular armies 


operating in conjunction 
forces, a number — of 
irregular bands, holding no commission 
whatever from the Government, but 
acting each on its own responsibility, and 
not wearing any uniform. The same 
thing happened in the French War of 
1870, when the Franc-tireurs acted on their 
own responsibility without any commis- 
It is quite 
true that in that case you were entitled 
to apply totally different rules to these 


of Spain 
with our 


| unlicensed combatants from those which 


had to be applied to regular forces. But 
that is not the case here. It may be that 
there are bands which are not under com- 
| mission, and that there are plundering 
bands which are no better than dacoits, 
but the mere size of the detachments 
which are operating against you does not 
make the difference between a regular 
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army and guerillas, and the bands under 
De Wet or Delarey, or other similar bands, 
so long as they are under regular officers, 
commissioned by the Government or the 
Commander-in-Chief, are entitled to be 
treated as regular soldiers. It is, there- 
fore, not useless to recall the attention of 
the House to the fact that if we call these 
men guerillas we are only describing 
the scale on which they operate, and we 
are not denying their title to be treated as 
regular forces. Itisimportant todwell upon 
that, because at the Hague Conference no 
one contested the view that every possible 
step might be taken by the population 
of an invaded territory to defend itself by 
arms, and those who have read the pro- 
ceedings will remember that a proposition 
to that effect was brought forward by Sir 
John Ardagh, our representative. This 
leads me to observe upon some serious 
mistakes which have been made by our 
commanders in applying the laws of war. 
The hon. Member for Durham called 
attention in July last* to a proclamation 
of Lord Roberts, of which he asked for 
an explanation, expressing his opinion 
that it was entirely unjustified by the 
laws of war. No explanation has ever 
been given by the Government of how 
that proclamation came to be issued. 
The date was Ist June, and the terms 
were these— 


“TY warn all the inhabitants of the Orange 
tiver Colony who after fourteen days are 
found in arms against Her Majesty in the 
said colony that they will be liable to be dealt 
with as rebels and to suffer the destruction of 
personal property accordingly.” 


I do not believe the slightest justification 
can be found for that proposition, or that it 
will be contended seriously by the Govern- 
ment or their law officers that a Power in 
arms against another Power whose terri- 
tory is invaded has any right by a stroke 
of the pen to turn those who are legiti- 
mate combatants into rebels. 1 ask the 
Government, therefore, whether they 


will justify that proclamation, and 
whether they will tell us if Lord 
Roberts issued it on his own 


authority, or was it sent to him from 
home, or had he no competent legal 
adviser with him who would have pre- 
vented him issuing a proclamation so en- 
tirely at variance with the recognised 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvi., p. 1178. 
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authorities on war. As regards farm- 
burning, I would say nothing, because I 
am glad to see by the statement in yester- 
day’s newspapers that a proclamation was 
issued on the 18th November, directing 
that no more farms should be burned 
except under a special order from a 
General. That is a valuable change for 
the better, and it is also an admission 
that there was need for greater caution 
than appears to have been previously 
exercised. I think, however, that I ought 
to call attention to the correspondence 


which passed upon this subject 
between Lord Roberts and General 
Botha, because it was said in the 


debate of Friday last that Lord Roberts’ 
proclamation was never intended to bea 
general authority to burn farms. Lord 
Roberts’ letter to General Botha was 
written in September, and I do not think 
the Government were acting in conso- 
nance with usage or propriety in giving 
us no information of such an important 
interchange of communications between 
our Commander-in-Chief and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the enemy, and allow- 
ing us to learn it after a lapse of more 
than two months from a Dutch news- 
paper. I presume, of course, that the 
correspondence is correct. If I am wrong 
in that assumption, no doubt the right 
hon. Gentleman will correct me. Lord 
Roberts’ words were these— 


“In order to put these views into practice, 
I have issued instructions that the Boer farms 
near the spot where an effort has been made 
te destroy the railroad or to wreck a train 
should be burned.” 


There is nothing in that to indicate that 
there must be proof that those farm- 
houses had been used for the purpose of 
active assistance, and General Botha, in 
his reply, did not take it in that sense, 
and I do not think any general would 
have. It is a general direction issued by 
Lord Roberts to burn farmhouses near a 
spot where an effort has been made to 
wreck a train, whether or not the occu- 
pants or owners of the farmhouses have 
been in any way connected with the 
attempt. Surely this is going far beyond 
what either military necessities or usages 
justify. But I think the greatest of all 
mistakes made is the demand for uncon- 
ditional surrender. I associate myself 
entirely with what my hon. and learned 
friend said upon this subject. I go back 
to the 20th March of this year, when 
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{COMMONS} 


Estimate. 


proposals for negotiation were made by | I believe one of the reasons we are exposed 
the Presidents of the two Republics. Her | so much to the hostility and dislike of the 


Majesty’s Government refused those pro- 

posals in the most uncompromising terms. 

I do not suggest that the proposals could 
oD 


have been accepted, but I say that the | 


opportunity which was given by the offer 
should have been used to initiate negotia- 
tions and to indicate that there 
terms which would be offered upon which 
the war might be brought to anend. At 
that time Her Majesty’s Government 
were under the impression that the war 
would be ended by the capture of Bloem- 
fontein and Pretoria. That has been 
proved to be a mistake. They did not 
foresee the enormous difficulties which 
arise when you endeavour to destroy 


‘during the continuance of the war. 
were | 


the regular Governments of the States | 


with which you are fighting. It is a 
great advantage to have a_ regular 
Government with which to treat. The 
Germans found that in 1870; they were 
obliged to get a regular Government in 
order to treat with France. It would 
have been far better for us to have 
endeavoured to keep the regular Govern- 
ments as bodies and powers with whom 
we could treat. If we had treated with 
them and obtained «a surrender from 
them, we should then have been entitled 
to turn round and call the inhabitants 
of the States rebels if they did not 
accept the terms to which their Govern- 
ments had acceded. But the Government 
in a somewhat haughty spirit absolutely 
refused to consider anything but uncon- 
ditional surrender. What has heen the 
result ? If terms had been offered—I do 
not fora moment say if the Republics had 
been offered the restoration of their in- 
dependence—but if terms had been offered 
it would have had two results. In the 


first place, if the terms had been at all, | 
|Government upon this question. 


reasonable you would have drawn off from 


the Boer armies a large number of the | 


burghers who are now composing those 
armies. Reasonable terms would have 
been more effective in depleting the Boer 


forces tLan any of the steps you have | 


taken since. In all probability their armies 
would have begun to dwindle away, and 


you would have had far fewer difticulties to | 


confront. 


In the next place, you would | 


have put yourselves in a much stronger | 


position in the face of the world. You 
would have had much more to show that 
you were animated by a reasonable and 


conciliatory spirit than by insisting upon | 


| 


people of Europe is that we have mani- 
fested this uncompromising haughty 
spirit. This has been an error, and | am 
sorry to say a very costly error. It is an 
error for which we are paying every week 
I do 
not say for a moment that you would not 
have been entitled to the annexation. 
Annexation has been proclaimed, and 
there can be no doubt the people of this 
country have made up their minds to it. 
3ut I still think there was a great deal of 
force in the words which were used by 
the Prime Minister in November of last 
year, when he said, “We seek no ter- 
ritory ; we seek no goldfields.” [ think 
also there was a great deal of force in the 
words of the right hon, Gentleman the 
present Home Secretary when he said he 
could not perceive a greater misfortune 
than that this country should be answer- 
able for the government of the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State. [ am sorry 
to say that I think there is some danger 
that our experience in years to come may 
prove that it would be easier to deal with 
two States disarmed and made incapable 
of opposing us than it will be to deal with 
two disaffected colonies. As to that the 
future will show, and what we have to 
consider now is how to make the best of 
the position in which we stand. I shall 
not attempt to discuss the arrangements 
to he made for the future government of 
these new territories, but I think it would 
be in order to make some observations as 
to the terms which may be offered with a 
view to bringing this war to aclose. The 
question was dealt with on Friday last 
by the Colonial Secretary, and his speech 
was certainly an improvement upon any 
we have previously heard from the 
It was 
much better than the uncompromising 
tone taken up by the Prime Minister. It 
showed us that this Government had 
begun to realise the extraordinary diffi 
culty of the position in which we stand, 
and I do not desire to minimise the im- 
portance of that speech. That speech, 
however, did not relieve us from the 
difficulties and the apprehensions we feel, 
and the Government should go much 


further. What are the steps which 
ought to be taken in order to 
‘accelerate the termination of the 
war? In the first place, we ought 


a demand for unconditional surrender. | to stop farm-burning as far as possible, 


Mr. Bryce. 
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for nothing but absolute military | 
necessity can justify it, and we have 
much more than military necessity 
to look to in this matter. We are 
ruining what is going to be our own ; 
we are exasperating our own future 
British colonists, and it is doubtful 
whether any military gain which will 
compensate for certain political loss will 
ensue from the policy of farm-burning. 
We should not be content with merely 
issuing fresh proclamations, but we ought 
to address communications to the Govern- 
ments of these States—so far as they 
have any Governments. I said before 
that it was a mistake to destroy those 
Governments, but I believe that there is | 
still a part of the Transvaal in which they 
continue to maintain a government, and 
General Botha continues to obey the 
orders which he receives from that 
Government. You ought to open negotia- 
tions upon proper terms, and they ought 
to include a general amnesty. I wish to 
again call attention to a proclamation, in 
which it was stated— 





“All burghers who have not taken a 
prominent part in the proceedings which led to 
the war, or commanded any forces avainst Her 
Majesty, will not be made prisoners of war, 
nor will their property be taken from them.’ 


Surely it is a great mistake to go back to 
what happened in the internal affairs of 
these Republics before the war broke out. 
[ think it is a mistake to except these 
people from amnesty, and I think it 
is the greatest folly when offering 
amnesty to make any exceptions of that 
kind. I think that it isa great folly also 
to except the officers and generals from 
the amnesty. These are all brave men 
fighting for their country, and if we were 
there we should do the same thing. Why 
should these men, because they have 
shown courage and persistency before the 
world, be excepted from the terms of 
surrender which are offered to their com- 
rades ? There is one factor in the con- 
stitution of the Boer army which makes 
it particularly important tbat the generals 
should not be excepted from amnesty. 
In the Boer army the generals and officers 
are elected by their own men. The field- 
cornets elect the commandants, and they 
are all the choice of their own men. 
Therefore it is by the votes of their own 
men that they are put into these positions 
of responsibility The men feel that they 
ought to stand by their generals. Which | 
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of us, after we had put a man into that 
position of responsibility and danger, 


'in which position he had discharged 


his duty with courage, would be 
willing to desert him? I believe it 
has been an ungenerous act, and an error 
in policy, to except the Boer generals 
from the amnesty. I do not mean to 
deny that circumstances may arise, when 
peace has been restored, and the States 
reduced, in which it is possible that the 
presence of some particular persons may 
be found to be a menace to tranquillity. 
I agree that, in a case of that kind, it 
may be found necessary to exile a person 
because greater good is to be secured by 
the pacification of the country, but it does 
not follow that those persons will be 
generals in the army. Whatever the 
future may have in store for us, I believe 
it was a great mistake to single out these 
men as exceptions. There is one respect 
more in which terms must be offered, and 
that is by making some provision for re- 
establishing the persons who have been 
taken prisoners, or who have surrendered, 
and whose property has been destroyed. 
We shall have on our hands an im- 
poverished population. Men will come 
back to farms where there are neither 
oxen nor horses, and the price of live- 
stock will be so high that it will practi 
cally be impossible for them to replace 
their stock without some assistance. You 
will have a large impoverished and dis- 
contented population on your hands, 
and if you are to restore prosperity to 
the country it will be absolutely neces- 
sary to make some provision to assist 
them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman is going beyond the 
terms of the question before the House 
He is now going into the question of 
establishing a government in the country 
after the restoration of peace. 


Mr. BRYCE: I only intended to indi- 
cate that some arrangement should be 
held ont to the people who are fighting 
against us which would give them the 
prospect of being able to settle in the 
country as an inducement to them to dis- 
continue hostilities. I intended to confine 
myself to the terms that should be offered, 
and I hope I shall be in order in saying 
that some hopes of this kind should be 
held out to induce those in arms against 
us to come in and surrender. If you 
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think, Mr. Speaker, that I am out of 
order in suggesting the sources from 
which the funds for that purpose should 
come, I will not touch further upon that 
subject. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think that would 
be going too far. : 
‘man has made the only suggestion he 


would be in order in making upon that | 


point. 


Mr. BRYCE: Then I will reserve that 
question for some future occasion, for it 
is very doubtful whether the colonies 
will be able to find funds for that pur- 
pose. What I do suggest is that, in the 
long run, it may be found cheaper to hold 
out some hopes of this kind to the 
burghers than find ourselves burdened at 
the end of the war with an impoverished 
population. I will not say anything as 
regards the future government of the 
country, because I understand that. it 
would be travelling beyond this Vote. 
I must, however, say one word with 
regard to the persons by whom the 
settlement is to be conducted. What 
has been said by my hon. and learned 
friend upon this point is perfectly true. 
I shall not enter into any criticism of 
Her Majesty’s principal representative in 
South Africa, whose personal character 
stands as high as that of any man, and I 
think that he is animated with good in- 
tentions. But I will, however, ask the 
House whether, after making all allow- 
ances for good intentions, it is the best 
policy to entrust the settlement of these 
territories and negotiations to one who, 
whether rightly or wrongly, has become 
an object of universal distrust—{Minis- 
terial cries of “No, no”|—to one-half at 
least of Her Majesty’s subjects in Cape 
Colony. I hope I am wrong, but I am 
sorry to say the information which I 
receive from South Africa shows that 
what has been said by my hon. and 
learned friend does not go beyond the facts. 
I have dwelt upon these points because I 
believe the situation to be an exceedingly 
grave one. I do not believe that there 
has ever been a graver situation in Cape 
Colony. There are some eminent per- 
sons who tell us that this war is a bles- 
sing in disguise after all, and that things 
weie worse before, and that it was neces- 
sary to have this war. There are many 
persistent optimists who believe that 

Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. Gentle- | 
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| everything is happening for the best. No 
'doubt there were people in Ireland in 
| 1798 who said that the rebellion of that 
year happened for the best, and that it 
was a good thing that Lord Fitzwilliam 

Those people in Ireland 


| was recalled. 
| believed that after the English and the 
Irish had had a fain fight they would 
| shake hands with each other and live in 
peace ever afterwards. Well, if the Irish 
| Rebellion of 1798 was a blessing in dis- 
guise, it was well disguised at the time, 
and the disguise has been well sustained 
ever since. I am sorry to say that | 
think the feeling in Cape Colony is now 
more intense, more exasperated, than it 
has ever been at any time since first the 
British flag was planted in that country. 
I have not said anything as to the acts 
attributed to our troops which appear to 
have raised so much indignation among 
the Dutch in Cape Colony. Personally 
I do not believe the British soldiers have 
been guilty of the outrages which have 
been attributed to them. I have too 
much confidence in the humanity and 
kindliness and good-nature of our soldiers 
to believe that those stories can be 
true; but I do not think anyone 
could read the reports from Cape 
Colony without admitting that there 
exists there a state of exasperation 
and irritation which is without parallel. 
There is only one thing which has sur- 
vived, and that is the affection and 
reverence which is still felt by the Dutch 
in Cape Colony for the person of the 
Queen. There is no part where one sees 
more portraits of the Queen than in that 
inhabited by the Cape Dutch. Only the 
other day I read of an old Dutch farmer 
who, pointing toa portrait of Her Majesty 
which was hanging in his room, said, “I 
suppose my son may like it down, but it 
shall hang there as long as I live.” I do 
not know whether the House realises that 
this feeling is so intense. The Dutch in 
South Africa are all related to one 
another. Hon. Members must have been 
struck by the fact that a comparatively 
few proper names are continually recur- 
ring. As a matter of fact there is hardly 
a person in the Transvaal or the Orange 
Free State who has not some relative in 
Cape Colony, and therefore when farms 
are burnt it is felt by people in Cape 
Colony as a personal injury to themselves. 
I earnestly hope that the language used 
by the Colonial Secretary on Friday 
night, in a speech which we admit to 
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have been an advance upon what had 
previously been said, may be taken as an 
indication that the Government recognise 
now more than they have done hitherto 
the extreme importance of endeavouring 
in these dark hours to adopt a policy 
which will give some hopes of peace and 
reconciliation, and which will open up an 
era in which we shall be better able to 
resume the work which had been going 
on happily up to the year 1895. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Until the concluding words of the 
right hon. Gentleman I think there must 
have been some doubt in the minds of the 
House as to the precise object of the two 
speeches which have just been delivered. 
Neither the right hon. Gentleman nor the 
hon. and learned Gentleman have in any 
way contravened, or attempted to tra- 
verse, the statement made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for the 
Colonies on Friday night. So far as I can 
judge, the intention of both members of 
the Front Bench opposite has been not 
only to fortify the Government in their 
resolution, but also to point out that a 
different standpoint is now adopted from 
that which has prevailed during the pre- 
vious conduct of the negotiations. Well, 
I believe I am justified in saying that not 
a word was said on Friday night that was 
not said last May, and that the difference 
in the point of view which has taken place 
is not a difference in the policy of the 
Government, or in the advantages which 
they have held out, or been willing to 
hold out, to the burghers to make sub- 
mission, but it is a difference in the 
point of view of the Opposition, 
who are willing to accept now 
that against which they loudly declaimed 
in May last, and I know of no hon. 
Member in this House who is more justly 
placed in that category than the hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries, who has 
made more speeches, not intentionally 
mischievous, but which have been mis- 
chievous in the conduct of these negotia- 
tions, than any other Member of his 
calibre on his side of the House. The 
speech that he made just now was, if not 
mischievous, unwise and unpractical. He 
began by telling the House that he would 
not vote against the sum required for 
carrying on the war because he saw 
plainly that any opposition, or any 


slackening of our operations, would tend 
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to a continuance of the war. But with 
that feeling how did he assist our generals 
in the field by the lurid light which he 
seemed to be pleased to throw over every 
operation which was likely to take place 
/inSouth Africa? What was the object 
of dotting every i, of saying that famine 
was staring us in the face, that a native 
rising would follow, and that there was a 
likelihood of a Dutch rising in Cape 
Colony ? 


Sir ROBERT REID: I did not say it 
would happen, but that there was a 
danger of it. As to famine, I only said 
exactly what the Colonial Secretary said 
on Friday night. 


Mr. BRODRICK: If the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, instead of desiring to 
advance the prospects of peace as he pro- 
tested, desired, from the point of view of 
the worst of the Queen’s enemies, to point 
out what were the difficulties in which 
this country would shortly be placed, he 
could not possibly have selected language 
which was more likely to give satisfaction 
to those who are opposing the British 
troops. I think Iam not going beyond 
the mark in saying that the line of argu- 
ment he adopted is an unwise line at the 
moment when we have to complete the 
destruction of the Boer forces in the field. 
I confess I thought his unwisdom was 
accompanied by a want of practical 
common-sense when he came to discuss 
what practically amounted to the deposi- 
tion of Sir Alfred Milner. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman said that it was the 
duty of the Government to send out a 
conimission, or a commissioner, who was 
not to supersede Sir Alfred Milner but 
who should have the sole conduct of the 
negotiations with the Boer authorities. 
What would be the position of the High 
Commissioner ?—a man to whom, I be- 
lieve, the country owes a great debt of 
gratitude. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen told us that 
Sir Alfred Milner has excited universal 
distrust amongst those he was engaged 
in governing. 


Mr. BRYCE: [I said amongst the 
Dutch in Cape Colony. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Well, I challenge 
that statement. Sir Alfred Milner may 
| 


‘ 
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be the cause of distrust amongst some of ' 


the Dutch in Cape Colony, but amongst 
none of the Dutch who are not the 
enemies of the Queen. I think he is not 
merely trusted and revered and honoured, 
but regarded as the greatest standby of 
the British connection by the loyal Dutch 
in Cape Colony. If he has excited dis- 
trust amongst those who have been guilty 
of disloyalty during this great crisis, it is 
because of his firmness, his sagacity, his 
unflinching and tactful performance of 
duty. I should like to make it perfectly 
clearthat, whatever course the Government 
have to take in regard to these negotia- 
tions, it will not be a course which can be 
interpreted by any man, loyal or disloyal, 
in South Africa, as seeming in any degree 

particular to take power or counsel 
or responsibility out of the hands of Sir 
Alfred Milner. We heard from the hon. 
and learned Gentleman his views as to 
the future settlement which the Govern- 
ment should now endeavour to promote, 
and he, like the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen, said the time 
had arrived for negotiation. Both hon. 
Members spoke of the time having ceased 
to demand unconditional surrender. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said you ought never 
to have asked for unconditional surrender. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to that he would 
have been willing to accept the surrender 
of the Boer troops without making any 
proviso as to their surrendering their rifles 
and cannon and ammunition ? 


say 


Mr. BRYCE: 
of the kind ; 


I do not say anything 
that is conditional surrender. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Then the right hon. 
Gentleman is ready to make conditions in 
that respect. I think I am right in saying 


that in war conditional surrender might 
leave the men in possession of their 
arms, 

Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man does not understand me. That 


depends upon the conditions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Then the right hon. 
Gentleman objects to unconditional sur- 
render, but he desires that the conditions 
which accompany unconditional surrender 


Mr. Brodrick. 


‘COMMONS! 


; ment. 
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should be imposed. I will venture to 
read to the House, as proving that Lord 
Roberts has been specially careful in this 
respect, two proclamations. These pro- 
clamations are now in print, and I think 
they will be in the hands of hon. Members 
in a few hours. On 22nd September 
Lord Roberts issued a proclamation to 
this effeet— 


“ All burghers now captured or surrendering 
are prisoners of war, but burghers are to be 
informed that if they surrender voluntarily 
they will not be sent out of South Africa, pro- 
vided they have been guilty of no acts, other 
than fighting against us, which, in the opinion 
of the veneral officer commanding, debar them 
from this privilege.” 


That is a slackening of the demand of 
unconditional surrender which the right 
hon. Gentleman wishes to impose. And 
further provision was made with regard 
to stock. On the 28th September Lord 
Roberts issued another proclamation 


“ Burghers are to be informed that as soon 
as their leaders submit and when every cannon 
has been surrendered, peace will be declared, 
and all the prisoners of war will then be sent 
back to their homes 


that meets, to a large extent, the point 
raised by the nght hon, Gentleman-— 


“ Exceptions only will be made in the cases 
of members of the late Governments of the 
South African Republic and the Orange Free 
State who are responsible for the war and its 
present disastrous prolongation, and of those 
who may be proved to have heen guilty of 
acts contrary to the customs of war.” 


I consider that Lord Roberts has gone a 
long way to meet the point raised on the 
Front Bench opposite, and I should like at 
once to say, as | stated at the commence- 
ment of my remarks, that the Govern- 
ment have changed in no respect their 
own policy. We were asked with re- 
gard toa change of policy in respect to 
farm-burning. There has been no change 
of policy. Lord Roberts laid down 
at the outset that farm-burning would 
take place in certain specified cases of 
treachery and outrage, and he subse- 
quently issued fresh orders recently 
explaining most clearly to general 
oflicers commanding in what limited 


circumstances farm - burning — should 
be carried out. These orders have 
the entire approval of the Govern- 

I spoke last night upon this 





to 
rd 
Lis 
‘O- 
ik 
rs 
er 
to 


ng 
be 
Ly 
"O- 
er 
on 
m 


of 
ht 
id 
rd 


rd 


on 
on 
al, 


nt 


ses 
he 
ree 
its 
yse 

of 





635 Army (Supplementary) 


subject, and I need not labour it now. 


On the general question of the terms to | 


be offered I should like to say that we 
are anxious, as everybody must be, to 
bring the guerilla warfare as rapidly as 
possible to an end. If there are any 


arrangements in the nature of following | 


on in the spirit of these proclamations 
which can give more confidence to those 
who are asked to surrender, we are willing 


to make such provisions as may be neces- | 


sary, provided that they are not provi- 
sions which are to be interpreted, and 
will be interpreted, as a proof of weak- 
ness and will so cause a prolongation of 
the struggle, for there is a danger of that. 
Even the speech made by my “righ t hon. 
friend the other night has been already 
distorted in the Dutch papers in Cape 
Colony as a confession of weakness and 
of weariness of the war and willingness to 
make any terms on our part in order to 
get rid of it. Strong men, Sir, are 
not afraid to be generous for fear of 
being termed weak, so long as their 
venerosity may lead to confidence, 
but if generosity is to be distorted to the 
disadvantage of our own troops and for 
the prolongation of the struggle, we, at 
all events, will not be parties to it. I 
doubt whether either of the two speeches 
to which we have listened will have the 
advantage which those who made them 
would no doubt claim for them. I think 
they are both eminentiy calculated to 
show that there is a great division of 
opinion among us as to the methods by 
which to bring on the conclusion of the 
war, and as to the terms upon which it is 
possible to allow the burghers to return 
to their homes. I believe that in the past 
such speeches have gone further than those 
who made them ever intended to fortify 
the resistance to our troops, and I believe 


the hon. and learned Gentleman has gone a | 


long step in his gloomy vaticinations this 


afternoon to increase the spirit of re- | 
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| to found that spirit of confidence which 
alone can make for peace and prosperity 
/in South Africa. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): T much 
regret that the moderate tone of the first 
| two speeches made upon this Vote has 
not been followed by the speech which 
the House has just listened to. I can only 
say that there is a large body of opinion 
in this country which will regret even 
in this House the practice of attributing 
| to men who consider it the first duty of 

patriotic men to speak the truth, however 
unpalatable it may be, that they are 
traitors or in collusion with the Queen’s 
enemies. That is the continuation of a 
policy which has been most disastrous in 
the past. The policy of attributing the 
word “traitor” to everybody who differs 
from the Government was carried out at 
the General Election. We have had 
enough of that policy in the country with- 
out the right hon. Gentleman introducing 
it in the House of Commons. ‘The ery of 
“ wolf” has been overdone, and I do not 
think that the country will stand much 
more of it. I consider that this is a most 
grave crisis in the country’s history, and 
it is the duty of everyone recognising 
that we are in a minority, to make the 
voice of the minority more and more 
heard until the voice of the minority will 
become the voice of the majority. The 
prospect we have to face is too serious 
‘for one not to incur the risk of repetition, 
and the taking up of the time of the 
House. I think it is to be regretted that 
the Leader of the House thought fit to 
closure a debate or shirk from giving full 
time to the House for the ventilation of 
the question. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
| SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): What is the meaning of that ? 


sistance among those who are the Queen’s | 


enemies. I make no suggestion that this 
is intentionally done ; but, whatever the 
intention, the result is the same, and I[ say 
further that, whilst the Government 
adhere to the action they have been 
forced to take throughout the war, nothing 
which it is possible on our part to do, 


consistently with the considerations [| 


have put before the House, will be w anting 


to show that spirit of consideration w hich | | 


is always valuable when shown to a) 


& onquered enemy, and on which we hope | culty in doing so. 


Mr. PIRIE: I refer to the closuring 
of the debate on the Address. We have 
had three speeches on this subject—one 
from the Prime Minister, one from the 
Leader of the House, and one from the Colo- 
nial Secretary, and if we could only recon- 
cile these three speeches we might have 
some hope. If we could reconcile the speech 
| of the Colonial Secretary with the action 
which he proposes then we might also 
have some hope, but I find a great diffi- 
The Colonial Secretary 
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emphasises the necessity of consulting 
local opinion in South Africa. He em- 
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phasises particularly the necessity for doing | 


this, and yet I regret that he proposes to 
appoint Sir Alfred Milner as Governor 
of the new colonies. In this respect I 
agree with what the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen said 
in criticising this appointment. I do not 
desire to make any attack upon Sir Alfred 
Milner, but I do not shirk from stating 
what I believe to be the truth when there 
is any necessity for it. In a policy of 
reconciliation, whose are the feelings 
which ought to be the most consulted— 
the feelings of those whoare already with 
us, or the feelings of those who are 
estranged ? There is no doubt about it 
that the most important thing is to consult 
the feelings of those whom we _ have 
estranged, and who are not with us. 
Rightly or wrongly—and I do not say 
which, but I will leave the House to 
judge—Sir Alfred Milner is distrusted 
by an enormous number, and the vast 
majority of those whose feelings have to 
be won over. I do say that this is a 
policy which will be looked upon in 
South Africa as a continuation of the 
policy of appointing advocates of, and 
men thoroughly identified with, the 
faction of which Mr. Rhodes is the head. 
That policy will still further estrange the 
feelings which we are anxious to draw to 
our side. 
same policy which was so marked when 
we occupied Johannesburg and Pretoria. 
Then it was found necessary to appoint 
local commissions to investigate certain 
things which had taken place in those 
towns during the war, and what was the 
great charge which was then made ? 
It was that the appointments upon 
those commissions were given to men 





who were already on one side—namely, | 


the side of the great capitalists. The 


same thing is seen in the appoint- 
ment of the District Commissioners. 


Men entirely out of sympathy with the 
feelings of the people in the district have 
been selected—so much so that the 
Uitlanders themselves had to petition 
against some of the appointments. They 
also petitioned that the interests of the 
small holders should be represented on 
the commissions, and in many cases 
appointments were altered on account of 
the representation so made. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: No.] Well, I can mention 
instances in which men were replaced by 


Mr. Pirie. 
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It is a continuation of the | 
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others. I would ask whether the House 
and the country are going to ignore the 
significance of the Afrikander Congress 
recently held at Worcester, in Cape Colony: 
I venture to say that it is without pre- 
cedent in the history of our colonies up: 
to now that a congress of our colonists 
has had to assemble with quick-firing 
guns planted on the hills around the 
meeting-place. It is the first time in the 
history of our great Empire that such a 
thing has taken place, and I trust it will 
be the last. I would not have the House 
ignorant of these facts, or shirk the dis- 
‘cussion of them and applying remedies. 
I say that as long as Sir A. Milner 
remains in South Africa the hope of 
peace and tranquillity in that country is 
but an idle dream. I would try and 
glean a ray of hope from the prospect of 
his leaving Cape Colony; and_ possibly 
his appointment to the newly-oceupied 
territories may simply be a way for the 
Government to escape from the position 
in which they found themselves. I trust 
‘that his stay in these two colonies may 
be of the briefest duration. Why should 
not the Government boldly face the 
situation, and makea new appointment / 
Why not follow the precedent of Canada ? 


Estimate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that the question of the 
appointment of Sir A. Milner to the 
Governor-Generalship of South Africa 
does not come under the motion before 
the House. The general question of 
South Africa is not material to the Vote. 


Mr. PIRIE: I merely wished to bring 
the point into view that Sir A. Milner is. 
scarcely the man to carry on the negotia- 
itions for peace. But meantime I have 
made my point sufficiently clear, and will 
| pass on now to the regrettable loss of 
| opportunities of arresting the progress 
of the war. Until we change our 
methods we shall run the risk of needless 
and endless prolongation of the war. | 
hold that the situation has vastly changed 
since last supplies were asked for. I ex- 
ceedingly regret that when we occupied 
Bloemfontein, and again when we occu- 
pied Pretoria, we did not make greater 
efforts to secure peace. We might have 
seized these opportunities to secure terms 
of peace without the least loss of the 
/respect or dignity of this country. The 
| courage and humanity of our enemies are 
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now generally recognised. At last the 
country has come to realise the truth ; 


and I should like to see practical effect | 


given to these considerations by even 
more generous terms being offered them 
than have already been made. I should 
like to see their bravery recognised by 
the Boers being told that when a settle- 
ment comes they at least will be allowed 
to retain their flag. Others of our 
colonies retain their flag, and why not the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony ? 
Then we should endeavour to secure 
better intermediaries than those men- 
tioned in the speech of the Secretary for 
the Colonies. Madame Joubert and 
Madame Botha, however estimable ladies 
they may be, are scarcely the inter- 
mediaries which a great nation like 
ours ought to choose as the bearers of 
terms and conditions of peace. Why 
not appoint, for instance, Sir H. De 
Villiers, or men of his stamp, who 
would deservedly have the confidence of 
hoth parties? Or ‘why should not mili- 
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| which prevails in this country. A dis- 
' tinguished gentleman, whose words natu- 
rally carry a great deal of weight in this 
country, classified the Boer armies in the 
‘field at the present moment as. mer- 
cenaries and bandits. Not many weeks 
ago we were told that President Kruger 
| had come to Europe leaving millions in 
‘their hands; but if they were mer- 
cenaries and bandits how could these 
moneys be safe? I regret much that such 
a statement should have been made. We 
must face the situation. I agree with 
the hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries that we are in great danger, if we 
do not change our policy, of losing com- 
pletely Scuth Africa, not perhaps in the 
immediate future, but in. the course 
of history. Our proud boast has. 
been, and is, that we never know when 
we are beaten. We at least can give 
credit to, and ought to make allowances 
for our enemies, that, like we ourselves, 
they do not know and will not recognise 
that they are conquered. 


tary men be sent with a flag of truce to | 


inquire of the leaders of the Boer armies 
what terms they would accept? The 
sooner the discussion of peace is started 
the better. The question of compensa- 
tion is of vital importance to the Boers. 
It has already been stated in the House 
that no compensation will be given, and I 
will not dwell on that point. But I 
would propose that we should advance 
loans to these men, when they return to 
their farms, at a moderate rate of interest, 
in order to free them from the danger of 
their farms falling into the hands of the 
mortgagees. The ignorance in this 
country about the state of affairs in 
South Africa has been and is colossal. 
We are more indifferent to South Africa 
at the present day than we were eighteen 
months ago. If our arms had been as 
invincible as our ignorance we would 
have conquered the world long ago. I 
think that the worst factor in the situa- 
tion has been the influence of the press 
during the last eighteen months, more 
especially the press in South Africa, which 
is completely under the control of one 
man. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of the action of the press does 
not arise upon this Vote. 


Mr. PIRIE: Before concluding I would 
just refer to an example of the ignorance 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
‘only rise for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to the extraordinary statement made 
afew minutes ago by the Secretary of 
State for War. There are a number of 
hon. Members in this House, as well as 
many people outside, who have no 
personal animus whatever to the present 
High Commissioner in ‘South Africa ; but 
we believe he has become so entangled 
with the authors and the causes of the: 
war that his name is not as efficient as it 
otherwise would be for peace purposes in 
South Africa. And I cannot imagine a 
/more unfortunate person to send to the: 
‘two conquered colonies for the purpose of 
making peace arrangements than the 
present representative of the Crown in 
‘South Africa. Now what did the 
right hon. the Secretary of State: 
for War say, if I heard him correctly ? 
He said that Sir’ A. Milner was. 
only mistrusted by those who were 
enemies of the Queen. These were his 
words. [Mr. Broprick: Hear, hear.] 
Well, then, a more disastrous, a more- 
ludicrous expression to come from a 
Secretary of State for War and a 
Cabinet Minister I cannot conceive. All 
the speeches made by hon. Members in 
this House and outside it put together 
could not possibly be calculated to cause 
more injury to our future in these colonies . 
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than the declaration of the Secretary of | 
State for War. 


Mr. BRODRICK: What I said was | 
that those in South Africa who mistrusted 
Sir A. Milner were enemies of the Queen. | 


Mr. BROADHURST: As I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman, he now 
limits his expression. I accept that 
limitation, and I suppose that was his 
original intention. But suppose he limits 
it, he limits it to the place where 
it will do the greatest amount of harm. 
Then after making that remarkable state- 
ment—a statement calculated to cause 
greater mischief than existed before the 
pacific speech of the Colonial Secretary on 
Friday night—he went on to severely 
lecture the Secretary for the Colonies for 
his pacific speech. Next he lectured the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen 
aud the hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries, two of the most distin- 
guished men in the country, as though 
he had only schoolboys to deal 
with. [Laughter.] This is not a laughing 
matter. The Secretary for the Colonies 
made a speech which caused hope to 
revive in the breast of many in this House 
and outside it who were despairing, but | 
now the Secretary for War destroys that 
by getting up in his place and in a torrent 
of passionate words, which we seldom 
listen to in this House, and in his most 
severe manner—and that is saying a good | 
deal for the Secretary for War—he told 
the Secretary for the Colonies that the 
speech made by that right hon. Gentle- 
man on Friday night—a speech which 
was cheered from every part of 
House and to which the _ papers 
the next day almost unanimously gave 
their approval as an olive-branch held | 
out to the colonies—had really done 
injury in South Africa, inasmuch as it 
had been interpreted as a sign of weak- 
ness and as a sign of surrender. If you 
are going to pursue this deadly and dis- 
astrous conflict on these lines no one can 
fortell the end. This present Parliament 
will not live to see the end of the Votes 
aud Supplementary Estimates. Iam sure 
the whole country and all well-wishers of 
peace, and all who desire to see the end 
of this war, will be alarmed to-morrow 
when they read that extraordinary state- | 
ment of the Secretary of State for War. 
I do not suppose that there are many men | 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 


|authority to 


lever since I 
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in this country who can claim greater 
speak on international 
usages and law, and not one man who 
harbours in his breast less passion and 
less excitement, who is more generous to 
a degree to friend and foe alike, 
have known him, and 
that is now thirty years, than the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen ; 
and I say that his speech should 
have been welcomed by the Secretary 
for War and not severely lectured in 
the manner it was. My right hon. 
friend and the hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries were engaged this morning 
in warning the country they love that it 
is pursuing a blind policy of passion 
which may lead to disaster after disaster, 
and even to the overthrow of the Empire 
which they admire, and which they have 
done as much to build up as the Secre- 
tary of State for War. They have been 
warning the nation of the approach of a 
great Imperial danger, that we are strong 
enough to be generous to a_ pastoral 
people, a portion of whom are still in 
arms against us, and yet the Secretary 
for War thinks it would be unbecoming, 
undignified, and a sign of weakness for 
one of the most powerful Empires that 
has existed ever since the world began, 
to show mercy and conciliation to an 
army of farmers, backed up as they are 
by the passionate patriotism and the de- 
votion of the womankind of their country. 
What we are saying is that when the 
women of a nation take up the cause 
of that nation that cause will never 
die as long as the women live, and 
as long as they give birth to 


'men children in the future. It is all 


very well to smile and to laugh; but we 
who have to pay the piper, we who have 
to bear the heat and burden of the day in 
these fights, we and our friends and our 
relatives who have spent their blood, and 
we the workers at home who have to 
suffer in consequence of this wild policy 
of Her Majesty’s Government, do not 
laugh. Some of us are old enough to re- 
member the disasters following on other 
wars. I am old enough to remember the 
tremendousdepression that followed on the 
Crimean War, when we, the workers, were 
in a state of semi-starvation for a year or 
two, when employment was impossible. 
That war, it is now admitted, even by the 
Prime Minister of the present Govern- 
ment, was a crime, but in comparison 
with it the present war is a greater 
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crime. It is a war of unholy lust for | been led into at this moment through the 
gain. fevents in South Africa; and if 

| those of us who honestly and con- 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | pesnagentonid believe this ros ee 
gelny of the war is not the question | Yoo + warn cur counnymen 


pefore the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I thank you, Mr. | 


Speaker. You have been most lenient 
with me, and I am sensible that I have 
done a great wrong; but my feelings and 
my experience of the time I am referring 
to led me to commit this breach of order. 
I want to appeal to the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for War to undo, if he 
can, the enormous injury that he has 
done. Better a thousand times that we 
should have paid him £50,000 to remain 
out of office than that he should have 
come here to-day and said that everyone 
who differs from the High Commissioner 
in South Africa is an enemy of the 
(ueen. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I wish to correct 
the hon. Gentleman, who misrepresents 
me on # material point. The statement 


| Queen. 


was that there was universal distrust of 


Sir A. Milner in South Africa. [An Hon. 
MEMBER One half the population. | 
Well, one half the population. I said 
that those who distrusted Sir A. Milner 
in South Africa were enemies of the 
Queen. 


Mr. BROADHURST : That is a state- 
ment more disastrous than the former. 
We might have excused the other 
slip of the tongue in the course of an 
impassioned address against the Colonial 
Secretary and my two hon. friends. That 
might have been overlooked in a young 
Minister of the Cabinet, but now, in cold | 
blood, he gets up and reiterates it ina 
much worse form. I do hope that before | 
this discussion is closed someone will | 
send for the Leader of the House. Let 
him come to take charge of this im- 
portant difficulty into which we have been | 
landed by the Secretary for War. I, 
solemnly believe that we are in a posi- 
tion in South Africa into which we have 
been led by causes it would be clearly out | 


as a 


' cooler moments 


the abyss towards which they are drift- 
ing—if we do that ina spirit of friend- 
| ship and as a warning of a danger to 
come, surely we should not be charged 
with being traitors and enemies of our 
We should not be railed at by 
the Secretary of State for War. We 
should be welcomed at any rate as men 
who are desirous of befriending our 
country. They who warn of danger are 
not the creators of danger. They see 
the danger and warn their friends against 
approaching nearer to it. I certainly 
would not have interposed in the debate 
to-day had I not felt keenly the enormous 
injury that has been done to the country 
and to the prospects of a peaceful settle- 
ment in South Africa, and desired the 
avoidance of a revolution in that country 
by the unwise, and as I thought at the 
time, hasty, perhaps ill-considered and 
unintentional remarks of the Secretary of 
State for War, which have now been 
repeated in even a worse form in his 
at the Table of the 
the House will have 
on which 


House. I think 
cause to regret the evil day 


| these words were uttered and the manner 


and form in which they were persisted 
in when an opportunity came to with- 
draw them by the Secretary of State for 
War. 


*Sm E. ASHMEAD- BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) : It will be a consola- 
tion to those on the other side of the 
House to know that the terrible crime 
which the hon. Member has so denounced, 
namely, the Crimean war, was a crime 
committed by their own party. The 
point of the discussion is against Sir A. 
Milner as Governor of the two new 
colonies, and that is based upon the state- 
ment that he is regarded with special 
aversion by a certain section of the Dutch 
population. What does this charge 
against Sir A. Milner, put by the hon. 
_Member who has just sat down in such 
aggravated form, amount to? What I 


of order to refer to in this debate—I | | say is that those ‘who are opposed to Sir 


solemnly and sincerely believe that this| A. Milner at. this 


moment are not a 


Empire ‘has not been in such a position of | minority of the whole population, but a 
danger during this century as it has! minority even of the Dutch population. I 
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venture to say that there is not a British | 
subject, not a man of British blood in the | 
whole of South Africa, who has not | 
the most absolute confidence in Sir A. 
Milner, with the exception of a very 


few gentlemen ina certain small coterie | 


of ardent and extreme politicians, and 


who could be counted on the fingers of | 
The whole of the British | 


both hands. 
element in South Africa believe in Sir A, 
Milner to a degree which no other repre- 


sentative of the Crown has ever succeeded | 
in winning for himself in that country. | 


An@ they have good reason for believing 
in him, for no High Commissioner has 
ever appeared in South Africa more 
moderate, more statesmanlike, and more 
truly devoted to the interests of the 
whole country—Boers as well as British. 
Everyone who knows Sir A. Milner is 
aware of his moderation and his anxiety 
to be just to the Boers, and that he will 
strain a point in favour of the Boers and 
not in favour of the British. Who are 
those Dutch who are opposed to Sir A. 
Milner? They havea right to their views ; 
that I do not dispute ; but I say they are a 
minority, even a small minority, of the 
Dutch people. Does the hon. Gentleman 
think that the Afrikander Bond represent 
the Dutch population in South Africa ? 
He might exactly as well tell us that this 
new United Irish League, which has just 
expelled the hon. Member for North 
Louth, represents the opinion of the 
people of the United Kingdom. The 
thing isabsurd. The Afrikander Bond is 
an anti-British conspiracy, which has been 
working for years to drive the British 
people from South Africa. They have 
just been foiled, and foiled for ever ; and 
naturally its members are bitter and meet 
to pass bitter resolutions. One of these 
resolutions asks that this country should 
give up the whole results of the war, and 
abandon all that our troops have been 
fighting for, and our taxpayers have been 
paying dearly for, and hand back the in- 
dependence of these Republics. I think 
the Secretary for War is perfectly right 
in describing these gentlemen as enemies 
of the British Government. They un- 
doubtedly are ; it is their pride, and they 
boast of it; therefore my right hon. friend 
merely made a statement of fact. Who are 
the Boers opposed to Sir A. Milner? A 
comparatively small minority in the Cape 
Colony of the more ardent spirits of the 
Afrikander 
most 8,000 to 10,000. We hear much 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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| Dutch women. 
| doubt, in both the colonies who advise 


Bond—numbering at the | 
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of the number of Dutch women opposed 
to us. More ludicrous statements I never 
heard than those in connection with these 
There are a few, no 


their male relatives to continue the war, 
and who in newspapers, placards, and tele- 
grams are described as more bitter against 
us than the men. But at most there 
are only a few hundred of such women. 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware of the large 
number of Dutch women in the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal who long 
for the end of this war, and who advise 
their fathers and brothers, their husbands 
and sons, to give up the struggle? 1] 


| firmly believe that if you could get the 


whole Dutch women of the two colonies 
together, where they could be polled, you 
would find the fighting Dutch women 
outnumbered by the peace-loving by ten 


to one. The whole thing was a gross 
exaggeration. I say that not only 


is Sir A. Milner a good man for the 
post to which he has been appointed, he is 
the only man. He alone thoroughly knows 
South Africa, both the races and their 
wants. He has the confidence of the whole 
of the British element, which is a good deal 
more that half the population of South 
Africa ; he has the confidence of quite one 
half of the Dutch. population. A quarter 
of the whole are neutral and would come 
in at once on peace being declared, 
leaving only a quarter of the Dutch popu- 
lation as opposed to Sir A. Milner. ‘The 
extreme bitterness of which opposite 
Gentlemen make so much exists largely in 
their own imagination. Of course there 
is bitterness and ill-feeling after the 
struggle which has been going on; but 
the remarkable thing is that when these 
two fighting armies, these two bands of 
opposed soldiery are brought into close 
contact they immediately fraternise. Our 
people treat the Boers excellently well. 
I have seen hundreds of Boers under 
our control? and all spoke well of their 
treatment. On the other hand a large 
number of our soldiers have been treated 
well by the Boers. There is nothing of 
that furious and eternal animosity which 
hon. Gentlemen seem to think exists in 
South Africa. What feeling there is will 
' disappear sooner than is imagined. Once 


guerilla bands be scattered, and it will be 
found that under the just rule Sir A. 
Milner will establish in South Africa 
| the two races will very soon harmonise. 


let the guerilla warfare end and_ the: 
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| am confident of that from what I have | foreign nation before the final cessation 


myself seen. 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): Mr. Speaker, 
it seems to be generally recognised that 
one of the mistakes committed in the 
policy of the present war has been what 
might be termed premature annexa- 
tion by proclamation. The Government 
seems to have forgotten that annexation 
involves not only rights but also respon- 
sibilities and duties. It involves the 
responsibility of affording protection to 
the inhabitants of the annexed territories, 
and this is the origin of not a few of the 
(lifficulties that have been experienced by 
this country owing to the impossibility of 
fulfilling its responsibilities adequately 
in this respect. The matter which is now 
hefore the House is, how we can shorten 
the present war? One method suggested 


is that the Government should, instead | 


of confining themselves to hunting down 
what they themselves term guerilla bands, 
erect a system of government over certain 
areas sutticient to give protection to Boers 
willing to surrender, so that they may 
know when they come within those areas 
they will receive that protection which 
they are entitled to under the British flag, 
and that they can there begin life again 
with the full assurance that they will not be 
harassed by their fellow-countrymen who 
manage to evade our arms. That is one 
suggestion, but there is a second matter 
to which I should like to direct the 
attention of the Government which seems 
likely to militate against a peaceful solu- 


tion in South Africa. I refer to the placing | 


of arms in the hands of the ordinary in- 
habitants of the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colonies who are of _ British 
origin and descent as against those who 
are of Dutch descent. Is that a policy 
which is calculated to bring the war to 
anend? The only method according to 
which one can form a judgment in such 
matters is to ask oneself what he would 
do under similar circumstances. This 
war has been described, and rightly 
described, as a racial war. Let right 
hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen on 
the Government side of the House sup- 
pose that a foreign army had landed on 
these shores ; that the foreign nation had 
amongst ourselves a large number of 
residents ; that our arms in the field 
had been vanquished; and that the 





| of hostilities placed arms in the hands of 
those of our residents who were of that 
nation in origin and descent, and asked 
us to lay down our arms. Should we 
do so? In the language of an orator of 
the last century, we who are members 
of this British nation “ never would lay 
down our arms—never, never, never.” 
According to the statement of members 
of the Government, the policy enunciated 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary the other day is the same policy 
that he has always enunciated. The 
Colonial Secretary in his place on the 7th 
of August last enunciated the policy of the 
Government, and it was this: that after 
| the cessation of hostilities, after the war had 
been brought to a conclusion, there should 
be established a government by military 
force. That is how the right hon. Gentle- 
man defined Crown colony government. If 
| that is a correct definition, is that a method 
which is calculated to lead to an early, per- 
| manent and prosperous settlement of South 
Africa? We in Scotland, Sir, have had 
some experience of the attempt to 
‘govern by military force; not in this 
century, nor the last, but the century 
before, and we still remember it. The 
‘iron has entered into the soul of the 
Scots. The reason why Graham of 
Claverhouse and Grierson of Tay have 
always been held in such detestation in 
| every Scottish household is not because 
they were beyond other men of a blood- 
thirsty character, but because in the exer- 
cise of their duty, in imposing a govern- 
ment by military force upon a _ high- 
| spirited and unwilling people, they 
were compelled to do acts which 
_rankle in the mind of the Scottish people 
to this day. Yet this is the policy 
which both the Colonial Secretary and 
| the Secretary for War have ventured to 
| propound for the settlement of the present 
| war. The Prime Minister the other day 
|in another place said it might be two or 
‘three generations before peace came to 
| South Africa. I venture to say if this 
policy is adopted it will be not two or 
three but twenty or thirty generations 
before we shall wipe out the heritage of 
hate which we shall have thus incurred. 


| 
| 
} 
\ 
| 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
said that, as one who had always yiven a 
silent support to the South African 
policy of the Government, he now de- 
sired to make a few observations. He 
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would always be content to support | 
the policy of the Government unless some 
very grave reason occurred for his dif- 
fering from it. But he hoped it was not | 
inconsistent with that support to say—as 
he felt bound to say—that there were 
expressions in the speech of the Secre- 
tary for War which he regretted, and also 
that exception might be taken to its 
tone, which was hardly a reciprocation 
of the spirit of the speech made by the 
hon. Member for Dumfries. To him the | 
speech of the hon. Member for Dumfries | 
seemed couched in a temperate tone, and 
he thought he observed in it a degree of 
restraint in not dwelling on the con- 
tinuance or otherwise of the appointment 
of Sir Alfred Milner, for the Government 
must both determine its own policy and | 
choose its own instruments for carrying | 
it out, and he should have thought that | 
the Government, in the interest of peace, 
would have received with welcome 
instead of with reproach this change of 
attitude in the Opposition, in dealing witi | 
these and other controversial matters. | 
In his opinion the speech of the hon. 
Member for Dumfries was in some 
measure helpful to the Government ; it 
contained what some hon. Members were 
pleased to hear, a candid acceptance of 
the results of the war, so far as annexation 
was concerned. Upon that question 
there was no real difference in the House | 
and very little in the country; the) 
sacrifice of life and treasure had been | 


too great to ever allow even the 
possibility of a repetition of what 


had taken place, and it was the almost 
universal opinion of the country that these 


two Republics must in future be part of | 
Her Majesty’s dominions, in the interest | 
not only of our South African colonies, but | 


aiso in the interestof the Empire and of our 
own trade. United feeling inthe House and 
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hope in an enemy was that despair which 
gave him strength to die fighting. It 
was foolish to repress hopeful anticipations 
of an honourable and reasonable settle- 
ment which might end the war and bring 
a desirable and lasting peace; and the 
promise of municipal institutions would 
not only tend to this, as in so many other 
colonies, but facilitate that taxation of 
the Transvaal and Free State for the war 
and for future police purposes which was 
so just and necessary in relief of the bur- 
dens of British taxation. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


| E.) said the wise and weighty and con- 


ciliatory words of the hon. Member for 
South Islington might well be accepted 
by every unbiassed man in the House. The 
speech which had been delivered by the 
Colonial Secretary in the House on Friday 
last had been interpreted by many Mem- 
bers as deliberately conceived in language 
valeulated to conciliate the Boers, and give 
them some hope that a change of policy 


| might be initiated, in short, as an effort to 


allay the passions that were raging inSovth 
Africa. He had carefully considered the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
he did not attach that meaning to it. 
That speech had added not one jot or 
tittle to what the Government had re- 
peatedly said in regard to their policy. 
The only novelty in it was its conciliatory 
tone—a tone welcome to the House as it 
opened out a chance of peace for the 
two conflicting races in South Africa. 
3ut the speech of the Secretary for War 
delivered that day, talking of the 
complete destruction of the Boer forces, 
}and amounting to a virtual incite- 
| ment to civil war, showed a lamentable 
| change in tone and spirit. If the temper 





united feeling in the country were the best | of that speech was to be accepted as the 
security against the continuance of the | temper of the Ministry—if the Ministry 
war. Owing to the war, capital was not | had adopted a policy of brute force and 
being used, and labour had ceased to | extermination—the attitude of many 
exist. After the war ceased there, no| members of the Opposition who had 
doubt, would have to be an interval of | hitherto been reluctant to refuse supplies 
military rule, but he hoped, and the | to the War Office would be changed. The 
Colonial Secretary had, he was glad | right hon. Gentleman had spoken of the 
to observe, recently expressed similar | debt due to Sir Alfred Milner. He (Mr. 
views, that that interval would be of | Channing) believed that they owed the 
short duration. He thought we were | change of tone that day to the sudden 
entitled now to hold out some hopes of | pressure of Sir Alfred Milner. He 
this and of local self-government to| believed that from the first Sir Alfred 
the Boers in order that they might lay | Milner had been a curse to South Africa. 
down their arms. The alternative to! [Ministerial cries of “Oh!”] In _ his 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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speech to the deputation from the con- | 
gress of Dutchmen, Sir Alfred Milner had | 
exhibited that exasperating spirit which | 
again and again had shown itself, last | 
year, in sudden despatches just when the 
terms of settlement were within reach, | 
and this prevented the negotiations from | 
coming to a peaceful issue. He had been | 
elected by a largely increased majority 
as an avowed opponent of the whole 
policy of annexation, and his personal con- 
viction was that we should never have | 
peace in South Africa until the inde- 
pendence of the Republics was restored. 
That might be challenged, but he would 
put it thus: If the Government were 
sincere in their professions that they 
were going at any near date to give these 
colonies — self-government — self-govern- 
ment in the same sense as Australia and 
Canada—independence would then be the 
inevitable result, after such a war as this, 
so that it would have to be given ulti- 
mately under the Government’s own 
scheme, if they did not have indepen- 
dence now in some form or other as the 
result of a wise and generous recog- 
nition of the forces at work in South 
Africa. They would never be able to end 
the war in settled peace by the policy 
now being pursued. The evidence of 
cruelty, of the burning of farms, and 
of women and children being driven out 
and exposed to terrible danger largely 
rested on letters from the front from 
soldiers and officers, who stated these 
facts clearly and unmistakably by the 
dozen. Those who had read the letters 
between Lord Roberts and General 
Botha knew that the sufferings of women 
and children were being used to coerce | 
men to unconditional surrender. But 
the effect was exactly the opposite. 
Every farm burnt meant a_ recruit 

The policy of annexa- 


for De Wet. 
tion by proclamation had resulted in 
changing the legal status of those who | 
were in arms against us, who were now | 
placed in the position of rebels in a/| 
country governed by military law ; and if | 
it was intended to apply anything like the 
American rules quoted by the First Lord | 
of the Treasury to those against us in 
this war, he should protest against it in 
the most energetic manner, and he should 
continue to do so as_ long as he remained 
They should 
remember the noble protest of Lord 
Chatham against the infamous doctrine 
of another noble Lord that in the Ameri- 
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can War they had a right “to use all the 
means God and Nature put into our 
hands.” Such a doctrine was unconsti- 
tutional, it was inhuman, it was un- 
christian. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury had denied the right of the Boers 
to participate in the benefit of the rules 
of war laid down by the Hague Con- 
ference, on the ground that they were 
not signatories to the Conference; but 
Despatch No. 75 showed that Lord Salis- 
bury had on behalf of England assented 
to the application of all the rules laid 
down by the Geneva Convention as re- 
vised at the Hague to non-signatory 
Powers, and that the only reservation 


made by England had reference to the 


arbitration procedure. Therefore the 
people of this country had a right to 
demand that the rules of war as laid 
down at those Conferences should be ex- 
tended to those poor wretched struggling 
people. He was weary of mealy-mouthed 
apologists who talked as if afraid of lay- 
ing responsibility on the soldiers. The 
responsibility rested with Her Majesty’s 
Government. The soldiers were but the 
instruments. He had talked to soldiers 
who had been engaged in previous wars 
on behalf of this country, and they had 
expressed their detestation and disgust at 
the cruelties and horrors in which they 
had had to take their part. It was part 
of their duty, but it was a duty they dis- 
charged reluctantly. They did not blame 
the soldiers for any of the atrocious or 
cruel results arising in the course of these 
proceedings. There was no doubt that 
the proclamations in the first place were 
violations of the rules of war, and that 
in their application, whether from the 
recklessness of the soldiers or the expan- 
sion of the instructions from Lord Roberts, 
the wrecking and looting, and the hard- 
ships imposed on women and children 
constituted an atrocious crime which 
would stain the history of this country 
for many a year. He had many friends 
who had spent some time among the 
Boers, who had lived in their houses and 
enjoyed their hospitality. They were 
very much like the men who were to be 
found in the Highlands of Scotland. He 
remembered years ago going toa High- 
land cottage to make some inquiry, and 
being politely told that the family 
were at their devotions. As he went 
away he heard the simple psalm which 
was being sung inside the cottage. That 
was the life of the Boer as well as the 
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Highlander. Mr. Selous, who knew them, 
had told the country again and again of 


the simple, generous, and kindly life of | 


the people. It was that sort of home 
life that we were stamping out by these 
atrocious proceedings in South Africa. 
He ventured to say that no more 
ill-advised course could be taken towards 
a simple pastoral people like that. Yes, 
and it was in direct contradiction to the 
most recent statement of English policy 
in just this event. What was the course 
the English representative took at the 
Hague Conference last year? Sir 
John Ardagh demanded in the most 
explicit form that every legitimate and 
rightful means should be left for the 
defence of their liberties and independence 
to a weak people in a country overrun 


and in the occupation of military forces | 


from outside. Suppose this country were 
invaded, and a desperate remnant of our 
own men were driven to defend them- 
‘selves on the tors of Dartmoor and Ex- 
moor in Devonshire, or among the hills 
of Derbyshire and Cumberland, who would 
say that we should not encourage them to 
fight to the last ? Should we speak then 
of men fighting for liberty as brigands 
and murderers? Yes, they had more 
problems to solve than the mere success 
of Ministers in enforcing what they called 
unconditional submission. The destruc- 
tion of the freedom of a man, or of a nation, 
was a terrible crime. It was an act which 
went to the very root of human nature, and 
stirred the very inmost fibres of the heart 
of any human being who had true man- 
hood in him. They adopted a policy like 
that instead of a policy of conciliation, 
and they expected to build upon that in 
future in South Africa a system of self- 
government and of willing acquiescence 
in British rule and willing participa- 
tion in the duties of the 
He hoped that hon. Members had read 
the striking book of Dr. Conan Doyle 
on the war. He said, of the friendship 
of these people in the work of the British 
Empire, “Could we have such men as 
willing fellow-citizens, they would be 
worth more to us than all the gold mines 
in the country.” We were adopting a 
policy by which we were stamping out the 
very instincts and the very life-blood of 
these men. It was an accursed policy, and 
a policy which every right-minded man in 
that House should condemn and reject 
with indignation. Very likely, in spite 
-of all the efforts of those who wished to 
Mr. Channing. 


{COMMONS} 
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{see peace in South Africa, this war 
| would be prolonged for a further period. 
He hoped at any rate that these considera- 
tions of broad statesmanship—considera- 
tions which searched out the real motives 
of human action, and tried to make out a 
future for men based on human nature- 
would have their share, and that before 
the sittings of the House closed they 
would have a more enlightened and 
generous statement of policy than the 
statement they had had that day. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I desire 
to make a few observations from the 
point of view of one who from the out- 
break of this unhappy conflict in 
South Africa has endeavoured to preserve 
a fair, calm, and cool temper. I have 
to deplore the extreme one-sidedness and 
the extreme heat of extreme men on both 
sides of this question. Happily we have, 


during the past few months, seen out of 


Empire. | 


doors a considerable abatement of the 
temper of the people on both sides of this 
question, and that has been reflected in 
the discussions in this House during this 
short session. Until an hour or two ago 
we have had the gratification of hearing 
men on both sides speak in a judicious 
and judicial temper. The debate this 
morning was opened by what was really 
a remarkable speech by the hon. Member 
for Dumfries. It was characterised, as 
all his speeches are, by a thoughtful and 
temperate spirit. He presented to the 
House the great and admitted difficulties 
in which the country now stands with 
regard to the Transvaal and the Free 
State. He enumerated, and he was justi- 
fied in enumerating, the very grave and 
numerous miscalculations which had been 
made by the Government since the begin- 
ning of the war. That speech was fol- 
lowed by another by the Member for 
South Aberdeen, which was also charac- 
terised by admirable restraint and mode- 
ration. Therefore I cannot understand 
how any provocation was given to the 


right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 


State for War for importing into this 
discussion a gust of passion and a 
sudden rise of temperature. It 
appears to me that there was not the 


slightest provocation. He expressed him- 


‘self with a fire and indignation which 


| uncalled for. 


seemed to me altogether unnecessary and 
We were told at the recent 
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election that every seat lost to the} 
Government was a seat gained to the | 


Boers, and it might have been inferred 
from the continual reiteration and send- 
ing cut of telegrams in all directions 
wherever a contest was going on to that 
effecc that Boers in South Africa were at 
the end of one of those tape machines 


reporting the results of the elections, that | 


they had the morning papers, and the 
successive editions of our evening papers 


all over the veldt, that what occurred | 
here was instantly telegraphed to every | 


farm steading, every hut, and every 


cottage, and that nothing was done in | 


this country but it was at once known in 
every part of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State. If that had been so, 
how was it that the Government, as they 
thought, swept the country, carried their 
elections in so many places, defeated so 
many Liberal candidates, aye, and many 
Imperialist Liberal candidates ? 
would have thought that they would have 
had some regard for Imperialist Liberals. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These observations 
would have been more in order upon the 
debate on the Address. 


*Smr JOHN LENG: I had no inten- 
tion of speaking when I entered the House 
to-day, but I will leave that line of remark 
and pass on to the observations made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State with regard to the suggestion made 
by the hon. Member for Dumfries that, 
without in any way superseding the very 


able and distinguished men, and espe- | 


cially Sir Alfred Milner, who represent 
the Colonial Office, men of great ability, 
great authority, and great moderation of 
judgment should be sent to South Africa as 


peacemakers. This will cause no degrada- | 
tion to Sir Alfred Milner. I am one of those | 


who admire Sir Alfred Milner. 
on Egyptis one of the finest books of the 
kind that ever was written or published. 


I was out in Egypt some years ago, and | 
am prepared to testify to the excellence | 


of his administration there. I have 
great respect for Sir Alfred Milner, but 
along with that respect I have the feeling, 
as many must have the feeling, that a 
man cannot have been connected so long 
as he has been with this disastrous con- 
flict without exciting in the minds of 
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those with whom unfortunately we are 
at war feelings adverse to an easy 
settlement. They must be  preju- 


'diced by things that have occurred, 


and for which he may be in no way 
responsible. What happens every day in 
commercial affairs? Two merchants are 
led into a dispute about some commercial 
transaction, on which much may be said 
on both sides. If they could meet for 
five minutes they could settle it easily, 
but their tempers rise and they become 
excited in the matter, and each thinks 
that his personal honour is involved and 
will not give way. Litigation is proposed, 
and then someone comes in and suggests 
that both should refer the matter to 
a judicious mutual friend. That is the 
way to get themselves relieved of the 
temper introduced. Every day in trans- 
actions of that kind, formal or informal, 
arrangements are made satisfactory to 
both parties. In my humble opinion 
there is no man, however high his position 
may be, however great his ability, and 
however great his authority, too high to 
be sent out on this mission of peace. 
“Blessed are the peacemakers,” and it 
will be far better for the Government to 
suppress for the moment any feelings 
they may have in the matter. I say it 
would be a noble thing for Sir Alfred 
Milner, and a still nobler thing for 
the Colonial Secretary, if they would 
for a time stand aside and permit some 
men of the character I have described to 
intervene, to hear in South Africa what 
,is said there, and to give confidentially 
their suggestions to the Government as 
to how peace may be most speedily and 
| effectually accomplished. I have no wish 
‘that this country should appear in the 
face of our opponents, or in the face of 
| the world, te elimb down, but it is not 
climbing down to act with a peace-loving 
feeling, with a desire for justice, and 
with a desire to terminate those disasters 
| which have occurred, and which may still 
continue to occur in South Africa. | 
| would implore the Government to adopt 
this peace-loving attitude. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said they 
were asked to vote this money for the 
| continuance of the war. He thought that 
| they might ask themselves as a natural 
/corollary why the war was continued. 
|The war was continued because large 
|numbers in these territories would not 


| accept the terms offered. The House of 
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Commons and the country should ask | 
themselves whether they were asking | 
such terms as could fairly be accepted. | 
In this matter a large proportion 
of the people of this country did not 
belong to either of the two parties. 
A large proportion were _ neither 
pro- Boer nor anti- Boer. He _ be- 
lieved that the majority of the 
veople of the country regarded with a 
feeling of infinite pity the continuance of 
the war, and were disposed to consider 
whether we were offering terms such as our 
foes could accept. The war was inevit- 
able from the first; it was the clashing 
of two noble ideals, and history presented 
many such struggles. He thought the 
people of this country could not help 
sympathising with the ideal of the 
Boers. Those who knew and sympa- 
thised with the great services done by 
the Dutch nation in the fifteenth and 
sixteenth centuries, and who remembered 
that the Dutch nation stood alone along- 
side the English nation fighting for the 
freedom of the world and for the great 
causes which we ail thought so noble 
now, felt that it was a sort of historical 
tragedy that these two brothers should 
now find themselves in such bitter con- 
flict. He asked what could be done to 
stop this fratricidal war. The first thing 
we could do was to put ourselves in 
a right temper of mind towards our 
opponents, and that right temper of mind 
required us to understand their ideal. 
Was it not a noble dream of those Dutch- 
men to revive in that part of the world 
the glories of the past? Think of the 
Dutch nation now and what it was. Was 
t not natural that men of that race find- 
ing themselves in that country should 
dream of the recrudescence of the mighty 
history which made them so proud as a 
nation? Was it not natural that they 
should have the Afrikander ideal? He | 
believed the Secretary for the Colonies | 
was perfectly right in saying that there | 
was a desire on the part of the Afri- 
kanders to establish Afrikander rule 
through the whole of that part of Africa. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not in order in this discussion in dis- 
cussing the origin of the war. 
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save themselves from spending more 
money and the blood of their fellows, and 
stirring up all sorts of ill-feeling. We 
said that we could not allow that ideal, 
and he was as strong as anyone on that 
point, but when we came to offer terms of 
peace we must remember the nature of 
our foes and the nature of the contest we 
had waged with them. These were noble 
foes, deserving of noble terms of peace. 
They must not be treated as ordinary 
combatants. They must be treated as 
brothers, and as the noblest foes we had 
ever seen in the whole of our political 
history. He was not advocating this or 
that particular kind of settlement, but 
what he believed to be mueh 
more important—the whole temper in 
which these two nations were to come 
together. Let us remember that we 
had to live together as brothers, and 
therefore we must find a settlement that 
would make it possible. The Colonial 
Secretary had scouted the idea of giving 
compensation for the burned farms, and 
stated that we were not compensating 
the loyalists for their farms. We should 
treat all the farms en the same footing 
except where there was distinct evidence 
in certain cases of treachery. What that 
footing might be it was not for him to 
discuss. What were we to do to bring 
about a condition of self-government ! 
The Colonial Secretary said the other 
night that we must finish one stage 
before we passed to another. The hon. 
Member ventured to say that the stages 
were not divided into compartments i 
that way. One stage grew out of another. 
The stage of satisfactory self-government 
must grow out of the other. Why wer 
these men fighting as they were now! 
It was because they had no hope. We 
must give them hope and make them 
feel definitely that self-government would 
come, and not in some vague way that it 
might be possible in some distant genera- 
tion. We must make them feel that the 
time was coming soon. It was ridi- 
culous to say that you could not 
offer people independence until they had 
shown themselves fit for it. After they 
had self-government in Canada they had 
a rebellion. He begged the Govern- 
ment, with all the emphasis possible, 
to make it quite clear that we would 


igive to these two new colonies the 


Mr. HARWOOD said he only wanted | 
the House to feel what was in the minds | 
of their opponents, so that they might | 


Mr. Harwood. 


same self-government that we had given 
to the other South African colonies ax 
soon as possible. There was one othe! 
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reason why we should be definite. We | 
had heard of our “splendid isolation,” and 
we ought to dispel the feeling which 
prevailed in foreign countries, and make it 
clear to the world that we were going to. 
be honest in giving these colonies self- 
government. Let us treat with generosity 
and frankness the foes whom we had 
beaten. He asked the Government to 
look at this matter in a broad spirit. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun 
dee): I rise not for the purpose of 
continuing this debate, but for a dis- 
tinetly limited and definite purpose. It 
would be unfortunate, and possibly even 
disastrous, if this debate were to close 
without further reference to words used 
hy the Secretary for War, which perhaps 
did not bear the meaning which has been 
attached tothem. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said those who distrusted Sir A. 
Milner were enemies of the Queen. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The whole question 
was limited simply to those who distrusted 
Sir Alfred Milner in South Africa. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
is an utterance which I venture to call 
unfortunate, and, if it really expresses the 
meaning of the Government, disastrous. 
He now says that those in South Africa 
who expressed distrust of Sir Alfred 
Milner were enemies of the Queen. That 
is an observation which I venture to call 
unfortunate, and which, if it were in- 
tended to express the meaning of the 
Government, | would venture to term 
exasperating. I hope that, as a result of 
this debate, we may have some modifica- 
tion of it. The statement is perfectly 
true as regards certain people. They are 
enemies of the Queen whom we have been 
tighting for the last fourteen months, and 
they certainly do distrust Sir Alfred 
Milner. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will tell us that he meant to confine his 
statements to them. If that is not what 
it meant, what did the statement mean ? 
In such a case it would appear to my 
mind to mean that a large proportion of 
our fellow-subjects in the Cape Colony 
who, in the exercise of what I hold to be | 
a constitutional right, have, in a constitu- 
tional manner, only yesterday, expressed | 
distrust of Sir Alfred Milner, are to be 
outlawed by the Government, andare to be 
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declared enemies of the Queen. If that 
be so, then I say the situation is serious 
indeed. I will not enter on the question 


Means. 


| whether or not the description is correct, 


if that be the meaning of it. Four years 
ago the men of whom this statement is 
now made were, I venture to say, the 
most loyal of all the colonists of the 
British Empire—they were the most 
Imperially minded of all. I will not 
touch upon the personal bond of Empire, 
which I believe to be stronger than any 
other, I prefer rather to refer to the 
physical bond. All the other self- 
governing colonies of this Empire have 
been content to accept, without offering 
any compensation, the free naval defence 
provided by the Government, even for 
the wealthiest of them. But there was 
one exception, and that was the case of 
the Dutch majority of the Cape Colony, 
who, of their own mind, and without 
solicitation or suggestion, came forward 
and offered to bear some share of the 
burden from which they, in common with 
the other colonies, benefit. If Her 
Majesty’s Government, as represented by 
the Secretary for War, mean to tell us 
that these men, who again and again have 
expressed distrust of Sir Alfred Milner, 
if the Government mean to tell us 
that they as well as the Boers are 
enemies of the Queen, then, I say, 
this is a paltry, miserable Vote, utterly 
inadequate to the situation. In such a 
case you want, not sixteen millions for 
the continuation of the war, but double 
the amount. I should have been glad if 
some other member of the Government 
who had heard the statement and had 
witnessed tne excitement which it not 
unnaturally produced on this side of the 
House has been here to modify it. Un- 
fortunately there is no one, and I there- 
fore hope that the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself, before the debate closes, 
will take the opportunity of saying that 
the serious meaning which most of us 
attach to his words is not the meaning 
which he intended them to convey. 


Resolution agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [DECEMBER 11TH. ] 
Resolutions reported :— 
CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


1. “That, towards making gord the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the 
2D 
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service of the year ending on the 31st day | able portion of that cost in the assets of 


of March 1901, the sum of £16,000, 000 
be granted out ol the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom.” 


SUPPLEMENTAL Wark LOAN (No. 2). 

2. “That towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the 
service of the year ending the chirty-first 
day of March nineteen hundred and one, 
sums not exceeding eleven million pounds 
may be raised (in addition to any sums 
already authorised to be raised for tiie 
purpose) by all or any of the following 
methods : 


(¢) By means of the issue of further 
war stock or war bonds under the 
War Loan Act, 1900 ; or 

(>) by means of the issue of Treasury 

Bills ; on 
(c) by means of the issue of Exchequer 
bonds ; 

and that the principal of, and interest on, 


any money so raised be charged on the 
Consolidated Fund. 


3. “That all expenses incurred in con- 
nection with raising the said sums, in- 


cluding any additional remuneration to , 


the Banks of England and Ireland, be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 


3ill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


On the second Resolution, 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that on the 
three occasions when the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had had to refer to the 
cost of the war he had announced to the 
House his intention of finding a consider. | 


the Transvaal Republic. He understood 
that the purposes named on the previous 
night, such as the new police, would 
somewhat mortgage future taxation in 
the Transvaal. But in addition to taxa- 
tion there were large existing assets of 
the Transvaal Government, the condition 
of which was in a position of some 
urgency at the present time, because 
they were exposed to great risk of dis- 
appearing. Unless immediate steps were 
taken, and representations made at Pre- 
toria and Johannesburg, those assets were 
in grave danger of being very greatly 
diminished. The South African financial 
papers had discussed these assets, had 
challenged the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to find money in them, and 
had said that if there was any it did 
not belong to the British taxpayer, 
but ought to be handed over to the 
people to be locally administered. It 
was, as he hoped to show the House, 
most important that they should not look 
upon these funds as being the property 
of the local taxpayer in the Transvaal. 
If we considered we had an interest in 
them, steps should at once be taken to 
safeguard them. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could prevent these 
from being lost; he feared local cus- 
todians would not be able to do so, and 
many of them had an interest in wasting 
them. It was most important that some 
representation of the Treasury should be 
made in the Transvaal by a competent 
Treasury staff. The power of the finan- 
cial interest in the Transvaal was 
enormous, and had been so even at the 


assets 


time when it was supposed to be op- 


pressed. In 1897 the Industrial Com- 
mission of Inquiry, presided over by 
Executive Councillor Schalk-Burger, sat 
at Johannesburg, and the evidence then 
taken and the Report ought really to be 
before this House. It was not a complete 
document, but was of enormous value. 
The evidence showed, quite apart from 
new sources of taxation, that as_ re- 
garded the existing assets of the 
Government, the gold tax had never been 
levied under the Transvaal gold law. It 
was not the case, as many Members sup- 
posed, that these matters were referred to 
the Commission which had been sitting 
under the presidency of a learned Member 
of Parliament in Pretoria, and was now 
sitting here; it was the concessions 
"granted by the Government of the Trans 
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vaal that were referred to that Commis- 
sion. The evidence which had been taken 
before that Concessions 
showed the difficulties with which in this 
matter the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have to deal. It was obvious that 
the interests had put their heads together ; 
that there had been log-rolling before the 
Commission in order to avoid producing 
certain evidence. There were concessions 
which had never been the subject of 
detailed examination before the Commis- 
sion, because it had been agreed to drop 
all opposition tothem. In the endeavour 
to organise a civil Administration at 


Ways and 


Johannesburg Lord Roberts had had 
to avail himself of the — services 


of persons who had been in the 
service of the great companies on the 
Rand. The employment of these gentle- 
men would not tend to a full collection 
of the revenue or a full finding of per- 
manent assets, and that was why he was 
anxious that there should be at Pretoria 
a competent staff of persons whom the 
Treasury could trust. Some of the sources 
of assets were already represented in the 
income of the late Government. These 
included the ordinary licences under the 
mines laws, and the enormous interests 
in the Netherlands Railway. That rail- 
way had, he believed, violated the terms 
of its concession, and what might be the 
legal position of the Government towards 
it he did not know, but that it was a 
most embarrassing position there could 
be no doubt, because the Republic, by the 
terms of the railway concession, was 
represented in Europe by a Commissioner 
appointed by the late Government of the 
Transvaal, who resided in Holland and 
had great powers. LHighty-five per cent. 
of the profits, after certain writings-off, 
went to the Transvaal Government, a 
percentage which in the year 1898 
amounted to three-quarters of a million 
sterling. That was an enormous asset. 
It had been alleged that not this 85 per 
cent. of profits, but the shares in the 
possession of the Transvaal Government, 
had been the subject of some recent 
transactions, in spite of the Government’s 
proclamation—or perhaps they did not 
come within the exact terms of the 
proclamation. Those shares, he believed, 
had been alienated ; the Transvaal had 
probably raised money for the war by a 
secret sale of them. As to the minerals 
under surface sites, they had been the 
subject of acrimonious discussion for 
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capitalists and 
Government. There 
was the greatest possible difference 
as to what the value of the mineral 
rights was, but everyone put it very 
high. Under the Transvaal Govern- 
ment the capitalists had endeavoured 
to get permission to mine for minerals 
in virtue of their surface rights, and then 
they had tried to get the right of pre- 
emption, but the Volksraad decided that 
when the: proper time came they should 
It seemed 
to him that we ought to adhere to the 
position that whatever the mineral rights 
were worth they were worth by sale in 
the open market. These mineral rights 
for the Rand alone had been valued at 
various sums. It was almost impossible 
not to laugh at the variation. They had 
been put as high as £75,000,000 sterling, 
and other estimates were £44,000,000 
and £40,000,000 (this last having been 
accepted by the late Minister of Mines); 
another authority put it at seven and 
a half millions, and still another authority 
at a million, and on the strength of the 
last estimate it was suggested that the 
right was not worth while troubling 
about, and that the value being so small 
the asset might well be handed over 
to the people. There was undoubtedly 
danger of the disappearance of this asset, 
as well as in the case of the Netherlands 
Railway, and he would ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether it was possible, 
with a view to the ultimate redemption 
of his promise to the House, to take steps 
to at once establish proper Treasury 
control. 


| some between 


the 


years 
Transvaal 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I am very far from com- 
plaining of the action of the right hon. 
Baronet in bringing this matter before 
the House of Commons. On the contrary, 
I know that he does so with precisely the 
same object that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and, I can assure him, my right 
hon. friend the Colonial Secretary and 
myself, especially, have—namely, that 
we should redeem the expectations which 
I have held out to the House and to the 
country, that a considerable contribution 
towards the cost of this war should be 
obtained from the wealth of the Trans- 
vaal. The right hon. Baronet has gone 
into detail into which I hope he will 
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pardon me if I do not follow him. The 
facts are not sufficiently before me, and it 
is obvious that in dealing with a matter 
which, as he has stated, is full of diffi- 
culty and delicacy it would be dangerous 
in me to attempt anything of the kind. 
But, as he stated, we have already 
appointed a Commission, under the pre- 
sidency of my hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Warwick, which is inquiring 
into the concessions given by the late 
Transvaal Government, and that part of 
the question, I have no doubt, has been 
thoroughly examined, an@ will be the 
subject of an able and exhaustive Report. 
Then, with regard to the other points 
which the right hon. Baronet referred 
to—the assets of the late Transvaal 
(sovernment—namely, the interest in 
the Netherlands Railway and the mining 
rights which they have not disposed of, 
I am well aware of the probable great 
value of those rights and of the disputes 
which the right hon. Baronet has referred 
to as to ownership and the amount of 
their value. Of course, up to this time, 
there has been nothing but a military 
administration in the ‘Transvaal, and it 
has been absolutely impossible for Lord 
Roberts and those wko have been 
associated with him to enter into ques- 
tions of this kind, or to do anything 
except to devote their energies to the 
prosecution of the war. but before long, 
as my right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary said the other day, Sir Alfred 
Milner will be in the Transvaal as 
Governor of that country, and I am sure 
that, whatever hon. Members opposite 
may think of Sir Alfred Milner, anyone 
who knows him will admit that there are 
perhaps few men possessed of greater 
financial ability or more competence to 
deal with a matter of this kind. That is 
not all. He must have assistance, for he 
will have a good deal to do, and as a pre- 
liminary we have arranged that a gentle- 
man who is well known in this country 
and has on several occasions given his 
valuable services to Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, a gentleman of very high ex- 
perience in matters of finance—Sir David 
Barbour—should go out as Commissioner 
to the Transvaal, practically in the course 
of the next fortnight or three weeks, and 
give us a full report on the very matters 


Sir M. Hicks Li a hh. 
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to which the right hon. Baronet has 
drawn attention. I hope by the time of 
the next Budget to have some material 
in this way to present to the House, but 
I do not think it would be right that I 
should attempt to say more than this to- 
day. I assure the right hon. Baronet I 
am personally obliged to him for having 
called public attention to what, in my 
judgment, is a subject of the greatest 
importance. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Third Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 


TION) BILL. 

“To apply a sum out. of the Consoli- 
dated Fund to the service of the year 
ending on the thirty-first day of March 
one thousand nine hundred and one, and 
to appropriate the Supplies granted in 
this Session of Parliament,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time To-morrow. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2) 


BILL. 

“To provide for raising a further Sup- 
plemental Loan for the service of the year 
ending the 3lst day of March nineteen 
hundred and one,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 


(Bill 1. | 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 7th day of this instant December, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty- 


five minutes before Five of 
the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 13th December, 1900. 

tEPORTS, ETC. 
CHINA (No. 5) 1900. 

Correspondence respecting the Anglo- 


RETURNS, 


German Agreement of 16th October 
1900, relating to China. 
TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series: No. 2541. Trade 
of Nagasaki, for the year 1899. 
II. Miscellaneous Series: No. 544. 


Education in Chicago. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS. 

1. (County Palatine of Lancaster). 
Orders made by the County Council of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, alter- 
ing the polling districts in the following 
Parliamentary Divisions of the county, 
viz., Accrington, Bootle, Clitheroe, Hey- 
wood, Ince, Lancaster, Middleton, Orms- 
kirk and Prestwick ; 

2. (County of Warwick). Order made 
by the County Council of Warwickshire 
altering certain Parliamentary polling dis- 
tricts in that county. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at Four of the 
clock, till to-morrow half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


a1 n 


Thursday, 13th December, 1900. 


Two Members took and subscribed the 
Oath. 
PETITIONS. 


INHABITED HOUSE DUTY 
INCOME TAX. 


AND 
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|SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Harwich, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


| 
\ 
| 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 
Return [presented 12th December] to 
be printed. [No. 387.] 


CHINA (No. 5, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting tlle Anglo-German Agreement 
of 16th October, 1900, relating to China 

| {by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Manual of the Sea 
Fisheries (Scotland) Acts and Statutory 
Bye-laws in force at 31st December, 1900 

{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (RESTRICTIVE LEGIS- 
LATION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
Address for “ Return of the precise 

position of Foreign Law in regard to 

Restrictive Legislation affecting Sea 

Fisheries.” —(Mr. AIaconochie.) 


QUESTIONS. 


AFRICAN WAR—RHODESIAN 

FIELD FORCE. 

CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state what 

\is the position of the Rhodesian Field 
' Force supposed to be in South Africa 
under the command of Sir Frederick 
Carrington; and whether the 5,000 
mounted men constituting this force are 
still under the command of Sir Frederick 
| Carrington, and are acting together as a 
| concentrated force or are in scattered 
| units each under its own commanding 
| officer. 

| *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


SOUTH 


Petition from Kensington, for altera-| ford): It has not been hitherto considered 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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expedient to make public the locality of 
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the various forces in South Africa, and I 
fear that a reply to this inquiry would 
expose me toa great number of others. 


TRANSPORT FOR RETURNING 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Sim BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the Government 
will bring home in troopships free of cost 
such British or Irish Volunteers as have 
served in colonial regiments during the 
war, and who have obtained their dis- 
charge in South Africa, such Volunteers 
having gone out from England at their 
own expense in order to join some 
colonial regiment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, Sir. Instrue- 
tions have been given to this effect. 


CROWN APPOINTMENTS AT 
BLOEMFONTEIN. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
Mr. John Barclay Lloyd, late of the City 
Imperial Volunteers, has been recently 
appointed Crown Prosecutor, or to some 
other, and what, legal office at Bloem- 
fontein ; and whether he can state what 
the legal qualifications of this gentleman 
are to the post to which he has been ap- 
pointed. 


Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS 
(Birmingham, $.): The War Office has 
received no official information of such an 
appointment. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman endeavour to obtain 
it ? 

*MR. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 


sir. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—BEIRA RAIL- 
WAY TRANSPORT. 

*Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the sickness and loss of 
life suffered by the 17th and 18th 
Battalions of Imperial Yeomanry in May 
last, owing to their prolonged detention 
in a fever district through the breakdown 
of the Beira Railway Transport, whether 
he can now state the results of the 
inquiry that has been made into the 


said breakdown and consequent delay ; | 
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and whether he can give the number of 
men from the two battalions who have 
died or have been invalided home in 
consequence of malarial fever and sickness 
contracted during such delay ; also if he 
will state whether the Beira Railway was 
under the control of the military autho- 
rities during the time of the breakdown 
and delay; how such control was 
exercised ; and to what extent and to 
whom he attributes the responsibility for 
the said breakdown. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I am afraid that ] 
cannot, ina reply to a question, explain 
in full detail the causes of the delay which 
undoubtedly caused much sickness and a 
certain loss of life, which I need not tell 
my hon, friend is deeply deplored, 
and which can only be justified by the 
urgent military necessity of the expedi- 
tion. I have already written my hon. 
friend in considerable detail on this 
question and will lay Sir Frederick 
Carrington’s despatch regarding it among 
the other despatches, so that the House 
may have the fullest information. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR : [| shall take 
the earliest opportunity of laying a state- 
ment before the House on this subject. 


BURNING OF BOER FARMS. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.,. 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has yet got 
any information from Lord Kitchener as 
to the burning of farmhouses in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony by 
our Armies ; and whether he will under- 
take to publish as soon as_ possible, 
whether Parliament is still sitting or not, 
a Return stating as far as available the 
number of farms so burnt and_ the 
character of the instructions or rules 
under which it was done. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : No reply can be 
expected from Lord Kitchener for some 
littie time. I will give the House what- 
ever information I can when it arrives. 

Mr. TREVELYAN: Ii the House is 
not sitting will the right hon. Gentleman 
publish the information ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: I will give what- 
ever I can in the way of information. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man ask for the information by cable 4 





x | 


—_ 6 ged oe 


V 
a 


P 
d 


Mey: 
of 
ot 
as 


r- 


an 
at- 


nt- 
sle- 





671 Questions. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but it has to 
be collected from all parts of South 
Africa. 


SERVICE HORSES AND MULES. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State tor War whether he can inform 
the House 2s to the number of horses 
efficient for service that have been 
landed in South Africa, the number that 
have been captured from the enemy, and 
the number that are now in sound con- 
dition for active service. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg also to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
state how many horses and mules have 
been sent to South Africa in connection 
with the military operations, and how 
many have perished during the war. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
numbers of landed in South 
Africa amounted, according to last returns, 
to 117,730, and of mules 64,730; 5,689 
horses were lost on the voyage, and 
1,997 mules. No reports have been re- 
ceived showing the numbers captured 
from the enemy or lost in the war, or the 
numbers now in sound condition for 
active service. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman state how 
many asses were sent to South Africa ? 


horses 


LORD ROBERTS’S RETURN—THANKS- 
GIVING SERVICE AT ST. PAULS. 
Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether seats will be reserved and 

admission tickets issued for Members of 

Parliament who desire to attend the 

Thanksgiving Service in St. Paul’s Cathe- 

dral on 3rd January. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have asked the 
Dean of St. Paul’s to provide us with 
sufficient accommodation to enable us 
to offer a seat to each Member of the 
two Houses of Parliament, and I will ask 
Mr. Speaker’s secretary to receive appli- 
cations. 
RETURN OF THE VOLUNTEERS AND 
YEOMANRY—DATE OF DISCHARGE. 
Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 





+ The Service referred to in this question 
and answer was not held. 
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whether as the Commander-in-Chief is 
returning home and is reported to have 
said that the war is now practically over, 
he can state to the House what arrange- 
ments the Government are making to 
enable those of the Yeomanry and Volun- 
teers who wish to do so to obtain their 
discharge, as promised in the terms of 
enlistment published on 26th December 
last. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I regret that I 
cannot add anything to the statement I 
made in the House on Tuesday last.7 


Mr. SEELY: Is it not correctly stated 
in the question that these men were pro- 
mised in their terms of enlistment that 
they should have option of discharge when 
the war was over 4 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, the time was 
a year, or until the conclusion of the war. 
The war cannot be said to be over in the 
sense of allowing the troops to be sent 
home. We have acted on the advice of 
Lord Roberts in withdrawing troops. 


Mr. SEELY: Were they not given the 
option of return if the war concluded 
before the end of the year ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot hold out 
any hope that the war will be over before 
the end of the year. The conditions 
were perfectly clear—the engagements 
were for a year or until the conclusion of 
the war. Had the war lasted less than a 
year then the men would have had 
option of return, but to many the en- 
gagements will prove to be for more than 
a year. 

Mr. SEELY: What will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the end of the 
war ! 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: Did not 
Lord Roberts state that the war was 
practically over } 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Was the war 
only “over” for the purposes of the 
election ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY. 
*Str JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War will he explain why the troopers 





t See page 492, 
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of the 7th Company Imperial Yeomanry 
(Leicestershire) receive 1s. 5d. per day, 
and those of the 65th Company Imperial 
Yeomanry (Leicestershire) 5s. per day ; 
and is this difference wholly paid out of 
Imperial funds. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The 7th Company , 


Imperial Yeomanry draw pay as Cavalry 
like the Imperial Yeomanry generally. 
The 65th Company formed part of the 
Rhodesian Field Force which was raised 
under special conditions and for an ex- 
ceptional service, and was paid at the 
higher rate which obtained in Rhodesia. 
The whole charge falls on Imperial Funds. 


AGE OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask theSecretary of State for War if he can 
say howmany men of the Regular Army in 
South Africa are under twenty-one years 
of age, and whether drafts have been sent 
there containing men under twenty years 
of age, and men who have not been 
through a musketry course. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid that I 
cannot undertake to supply my hon. 
and gallant friend with the figures, 
as their compilation would entail con- 
siderable labour and time. Until August 
the age qualification for cavalry and 
infantry drafts was maintained, except in 
one or two cases, at twenty years. About 
the middle of that month, when it was 
considered that the hardest part of the 
campaign was over, it was reduced to 
nineteen and a half years. The orders 
given were that every one of the men 
sent out should have gone through the 
necessary instruction. Some men, how- 
ever, who had not completed the course 
were sent out to be attached to Militia 
battalions on the lines of communication, 
with distinct instructions that they were 


not to be sent to the front until they had | 


completed the course. I have given in- 
structions that no further drafts shall be 
sent under these conditions. 


LADYSMITH DESPATCHES. 
Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state when 


further despatches of Sir George White | 


and others relative to the siege and relief 
of Ladysmith will be issued. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I am well aware of 

| the anxiety to see these despatches, and I 

will lay them with as little delay as 
possible. 


Questions. 


DEPORTATION OF FOREIGNERS FROM 
THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can give the numbers of Germans, Hol- 
‘landers, Frenchmen, Danes, and Italians 
respectively removed from the Transvaal 
by order of the British authorities ; 
whether complaints and claims for com- 
pensation have been made either by the 
individuals so removed, or by their 
respective Governments ; and, if so, what 
reply has been made; and, whether, on 
the settlement of the country, permission 
will be given to those who have been 
thus compelled to abandon business con- 
nections or property to resume their 
rights and avocations. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The total numbers 
of aliens deported from South Africa 
amount to 4,386; it is not possible at so 
short notice to give the nationalities in 
detail. A Commission formed of British 
military officers and civilians will be 
appointed to consider and report on 
claims for compensation. The question 
of allowing the return of any individual 
who has been expelled will be considered 
on its merits when the refugees who were 
compelled to leave the Transvaal on the 
outbreak of the war have been able to 
return. 


T OF BRITISH 
AT PRETORIA. 
| GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether Dr. H. P. 
Veale, M.B. Cambridge, and the Rev. J. 
Godfrey, stated to be a clergyman of the 
Church of England at Pretoria, whose 
conduct in regard to the treatment of 
the British prisoners at Pretoria is 
reported on by Field Marshal Lord 
Roberts in his despatch of 27th June 
| last, are respectively British subjects ; 
and, if so, whether their position in the 
Transvaal was consistent with their 
nationality ; and if any notice can be 
taken of their behaviour. 

Mr. BRODRICK: We are not aware 


| whether Dr. Veale and the Rev. J. 
| Godfrey were British subjects at the time 


| TREATMEN PRISONERS 
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when they were concerned with the | 


treatment of the British prisoners at | 
Pretoria. I am advised that Mr. Godfrey | 
is in colonial orders, and that we can take | 


no notice of his behaviour. The question | 
of Dr. Veale’s position as a member of | 
the Red Cross Society is under con- | 


sideration. 


MR. MERRIMAN’S LETTER. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for the | 


Colonies whether, with regard to the 
treatment of Mr, Merriman by the 
Colonial Secretary and Sir Alfred Milner, 


in withholding from him any opportunity | 


of passing observations on his letter pub- 


lished in August by Her Majesty’s | 
Government, it is now proposed to make | 
any reparation to Mr. Merriman in the | 


way of expression of regret, or otherwise, 


for such want of consideration towards | 


one of the Ministers of the Cape Colony, 
and against which a protest has been 
made in the Cape House of Assembly. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir. 


NEW SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE. 

Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he will | 
state the number of (1) officers, (2) men 
enlisted at home and in South Africa for | 
the new police for service in South | 
Africa. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 


aware how many officers have been | 


appointed. Their appointment is in the | 
hands of Sir A. Milner and General 
Baden-Powell. The number of officers 
proposed for a force of 6,000 men was 
200. It has subsequently been decided | 
to recruit up to 10,000. I am informed | 
that the number of recruits actually 
passed in South Africa is 589, but I do | 
not know how many applications have | 
been sent in, and it is quite premature | 
to form any idea of the number ulti- 
mately available. In this country there 
have already been over 10,000 applica- 


tions, but not more than 300 are likely to | 


be ready to leave this month. 
CONSTITUTIONS OF THE NEW 
COLONIES. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for the Colonies whether, in con- 
stituting the proposed Crown colony 
government of the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony, the legislative 
council will contain, as in other Crown 
colonies, persons representing different 
races (whether white or coloured) and 
| classes in the community. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The draft 
documents in which the constitutions are 
| embodied have been forwarded to Sir A. 
Milner, whose observations I am await- 
jing. Meanwhile, I am not in a position 
| to give definite answer to the hon. 
| Member’s question. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE NEW 
COLONIES. 

| *Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if it is the intention of Her 
| Majesty’s Government that, during the 
time before the granting of self-govern- 
/ment te the Orange River and Transvaal 
| Colonies, the sale of intoxicating liquors 
shall be prohibited to coloured South 
| African natives. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The sale of 
| liquor is already restrained by legislation 
iin the Transvaal and Orange River 
| Colony, which was, I believe, ” properly 
enforced in the latter, but not in the 
former colony. It is the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government to see that it 
is effectively administered in both. 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COM- 
MISSION. 

*Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
_ powers of the Transvaal Concessions Com- 
mission, now sitting, are limited to the 
consideration of concessions already 
| granted by the late Transvaal Govern- 
| ment ; and, in the event of their being so 
| limited, will he consider the propriety 
| of extending their powers so as to include 
| the consideration of such industrial con- 
| cessions as were on the point of being 
zranted by the Volksraad at the time of 
the outbreak of the war. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The answer 
| to the first part of this question is in the 
affirmative. As regards the second part 
| I do not consider that it is desirable to 
|extend the scope of the Commission’s 


| 
| 
| 
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inquiry beyond those concessions in re- | 
spect of which the late Republic had 
incurred definite legal obligations. 


Questions. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PAY. 


Cot. BLUNDELL (Lancashire, Ince) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the gratuity of £100 given 
to all officers of the Militia on their 
ceasing to draw full pay on the disem- 


bodiment of their regiments has been | 


refused to certain officers who responded 


to the call for volunteers for active ser- | 


vice abroad, on the ground that they have 
not ceased to draw full pay in conse- 
quence of their so volunteering, notwith- 
standing that the expenses originally 
incurred by both classes of officers on 
joining the Militia were the same, and 
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require equally to be defrayed within the | 


same period of time. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The gratuity was 


not intended to cover equipment, but to | 


provide an officer with a sum on going 
back in civil life on cessation of duty, and 
was therefore to be paid when he ceased 
to perform duty. Any officers who have 
volunteered for service abroad, and who 
thus serve beyond a year will receive a 
larger gratuity. If my hon. friend has 
any case in which this has caused hard- 
ship, perhaps he will communicate with 


AMMUNITION RESERVES. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can say what was the reserve 
of ammunition for rifle and field gun in 
September, 1899 ; what is now laid down 
as the necessary reserve ; and what steps 
have been taken to secure that this re- 
serve shall not be reduced. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is not desirable 
to state definitely the number of rounds 
of ammunition which are held in reserve 
in this country, but I will take care that 
an ample reserve is maintained. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is 
the statement correct that in January or 
February last the reserve was practically 
exhausted ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. If it had 
been I should not have answered this 
question. 


Questions. 
RE-ARMING OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HOLLAND: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can state, 
without detriment to the public interest, 
what progress is being made with the 
better arming of our Volunteers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Large orders have 
been placed with various firms with a 
view to the prompt re-armament of the 
Volunteer Artillery. I will ask the hon. 
Gentleman to excuse my giving details 
till I can explain the general situation in 
February next. 


THE THE 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS. 

Mr. MWKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg toask the Secretary of State for War 
whether in the case of a youth under 
eighteen years of age who, having enlisted, 
immediately seeks his discharge, and 
whose enlistment is unknown to and con- 
trary to the wishes of his parents, he can 
offer any hope that the discharge will be 
allowed, notwithstanding the refusal of 
the general officer commanding the dis- 

trict in which the recruit is stationed. 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : These 
questions have hitherto beer left to the 
discretion of the general officer command- 
ing the district, and there is no intention 


| of interfering with him. 
me privately. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS IN 
BELFAST. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called by the Belfast Trades Council to a 
violation of the Fair Wages Resolution 
by Messrs. Musgrave and Co., Limited, 
St. Ann’s Ironworks, Belfast, in  con- 
nection with a War Office contract ; 
whether parts of the contract were given 
to the Cleonard Foundry, the Union 
Foundry, and to Messrs. Ritchie, Hart, 
and Co., all of them sweating firms, 
paying less than trade union wages ; and, 
what steps he proposes taking to prevent 
a recurrence of such sub-letting to firms 
which do not comply with the regulations 
under which contracts are granted. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: A 
communication has been received from the 
Belfast Trades Council. Messrs. Mus- 
grave sublet the preparation of some 
materials for a War Office contract to the 
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three firms named, but on the distinct 
condition that the current rate of wages 
should be paid. The three firms on 
enquiry all assert that they are paying 
the current rate. The sub-letting in 
question was not contrary to the terms of 
the contract. Any complaints relative to 
reported infringements of the conditions 
of contract are carefully investigated. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called by the 
Belfast Trade Council to a violation of the 
Fair Wages Clause by Messrs. Wilson, of 
Belfast, in connection with a contract for 
the mannfacture of tents for the War 
‘Office ; whether workmen were dismissed 


for refusing to accept less than the trade | 


union rates of pay whilst engaged on the 
contract ; what is the penalty incurred 
for such violation, and whether he pro- 
poses to enforce it ; and, as a warning to 
others, will he cause the name of Messrs. 
Wilson to be removed from the list of 
contractors to the War Office. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: A 
communication from the Belfast Trades 
Council has been received. It is con- 
sidered that the Council have not made 
out their case that tent-making is exclu- 
sively sail-makers’ work. So long as the 


persons employed by Messrs. Wilson are | 


not receiving less than the current rate 


of wages there is no ground for the inter- 


ference of the War Department. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Was not the | 


complaint made that the rate of wages 


paid was not the rate current in the dis- | 


trict / 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
result of 
current rate of wages in the district for 
this class of work was being paid. 

*Mr. KEIRHARDIE: If I can provethat 
the information supplied to the Govern- 
mena is incorrect will the right hon. 


Gentleman impose the usual penalty in | 


these cases ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


ROYAL MILITARY ACADEMY—CON- 
CESSIONS TO VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ 
SONS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the sons of officers of the Regular Army 
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are admitted to the Royal Military 
Academy as gentlemen cadets at a re- 
duced rate; and whether similar privi- 
leges are conceded to Volunteer officers 
with regard to their sons; and, if not, 
whether, in view of the valuable services 
given by the Volunteers in the war and 
the expenses entailed upon Volunteer 
|Siltbe in keeping up their corps, they 
will be put on the same footing as officers 
of the Line with respect to the admission 
of their sons to the Royal Military 
| Academy. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
House has been informed on previous 
occasions that this cannot be done. The 
State, by diminution of fees, contributes 
towards the education of the sons of 
officers, and more especially of those in 
the lower ranks who have made _ the 
Army their profession. There are not 
the same grounds for making the con- 
| cession in the case of Volunteer officers. 











ENLISTMENT STANDARDS. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
| state what number of recruits have been 
obtained since Ist April for the Army 
and Militia respectively, and what pro- 
portion of them are special enlistments ; 
and whether the standard of height and 
chest measurement has been modified. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
number of recruits raised for the Army 
|since Ist April is 26,979, and for the 
Militia 23,701. The number of men 
specially enlisted for the Regular forces 
in that period is 8,003. The special en- 
| listments for the Militia are left entirely 
to the local authorities. The standards 
in force on the 1st April have not been 
| altered, except that the minimum height 
| of artillery drivers was raised from 5 feet 
2 inches to 5 feet 4 inches. 


| CABINET COMMITTEE OF DEFENCE. 
Major RASCH: 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Cabinet Committee of Defence decides 
upon the measures necessary for a cam- 
paign; whether it has direct access to 
naval or military opinion ; and whether 
it keeps records or minutes. 
| *Mr. BRODRICK: I would refer the 


| hon. and gallant Member to the reply of 
the First Lord of the Treasury to a similar 


| 
| 
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question in February last, which for the { whether the second lieutenants in ques- 
convenience of the House I will read—| tion often have to perform the duty of 


“ The Committee of Defence is a Committee | 


of the Cabinet and does not differ essentially 
from other Committees of the Cabinet. It 
neither removes responsibility from the Cabinet 
as a whole, nor from any of the Ministers re- 
sponsible for the Departments either of the 
Army or of the Navy. Of course the Com- 
mittee obtains the best information it can from 
experts and from others. Like other Cabinet 
Committees it keeps no records.” 


DEPARTMENTAL DECENTRALISA- 
TION COMMITTEE. 

Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
steps have been taken to carry out the 
recommendations of the Departmental 
Decentralisation Committee. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
recommendations of the Decentralisation 
Committee, which reported in 1898, were 
with few exceptions accepted by the 
Secretary of State, and have been included 
in regulations. I hope, however, to be 
able to carry the principle in question 
considerably further, and am taking steps 
to this end. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state when the next 
examination for Militia candidates for 
commissions in the Army will take place ; 
and whether, in the next examination, 
they will be credited with marks for their 
embodied service ; and, if so, to what 
extent. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The next examina- 
tion will probably be about March 20th. 
I cannot at present make any statement 
on the second paragraph of the question. 


Mr. STRACHEY : When will the right 
hon. Gentleman be prepared to make a 
statement 4 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Not this session, 
but within a reasonable time of the next 
examination. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY LIEUTENANTS. 

Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that there are at present in the Royal 
Artillery only 130 first lieutenants serving 
as against 435 second 


| first lieutenants, but only receive second 
jlieutenant’s pay; and whether the 
alter the rule which precludes second 
jieutenants in the Royal Artillery and 
Engineers from receiving promotion till 
they have served for three years in the 
Army, whereas no such rule is in force as 
regards cavalry and infantry. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : In 
the horse, field, and garrison artillery, 
there are 221 first lieutenants and 808 
second lieutenants. The first and second 
lieutenants perform the same duties. It 
is, however, manifestly of importance 


| that the senior subalterns, who frequently 
| perform captain’s duties, should have 


higher rank. The question of the pro- 


' motion of second lieutenants referred to 


in the third paragraph is under considera- 
tion. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask theSecre- 
tary of State for War if married men in 
the Royal Reserves and Militia who are on 
furlough get separation allowance except 
when they are on furlough on account of 
sickness or convalescence through no 
fault of their own, and generally con- 
tracted while doing their duty. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Sepa- 
ration allowance is not granted ordinarily 
on furlough, nor are sick men allowed as 
a rule to go on furlough. Men, however, 
invalided home from South Africa have 
been allowed to go on sick furlough and 
their wives have been granted separation 
allowance. In the event of Militiamen 
or Royal Reservists falling sick on fur- 
lough the allowance will be granted in 
special cases of proved hardship. 


ROYAL RESERVISTS—BOUNTIES, ETC. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if old 
soldiers who had bought their discharge 
and have joined the Royal Reserves are to 
be given back two-thirds of the money 
they paid for their discharge besides the 
£22 bounty, whereas old soldiers who 
after leaving the Army joined the Militia 
are only to get £5 bounty altogether. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
lieutenants ; | old soldiers who purchased their discharge 


| military authorities will now be willing to 
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and joined the Royal Reserve will have 
the usual proportion of their purchase 
money refunded to them, as in the case of 
ordinary re-enlistments. Old soldiers 
who have purchased their discharge and 
have joined the Militia are similarly en- 
titled to a refund of purchase-money if 
their corps is embodied. On disembodi- 
ment they will receive a gratuity varying 
according to the period of embodiment, 
but amounting in no case to less than 
£5 3s. 6d. 


VOLUNTEERS—DISTRICT SCHOOLS OF 
INSTRUCTION. 

Sik: HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if, having regard to the 
difficulty officers of Metropolitan Volun- 
teer Corps have in obtaining admission 
to the Home District School of Instruc- 
tion owing to the number of applications 
to join it from provincial districts, he will 
arrange for the formation of similar 
schools, both day and night, in the prin- 
cipal garrison towns and camps, so that 
all Volunteer officers throughout Great 
Britain may have opportunity of at- 
tending. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give my 
hon. friend an answer to this question, but 
it is being carefully considered. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): [ beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury, as representing the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, whether, during 
the current financial year, the output of 
wmour, hulls, and machinery has been 
entirely satisfactory as regards quantity, 
quality, and delivery ; and whether it 
may be anticipated that the ship-building 
programme for the year will be ac- 
complished in its entirety within the 
specified time. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Captain PreTyMAN, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): It is believed that the 
money voted for armour, hulls, and 
machinery for the current financial year 
will be wholly or almost wholly earned 
by 31st March. The character of the 
work finally received has been uniformly 
satisfactory. It is expected that the 


aggregate of work accomplished in the 
shipbuilding of the year will not be less 
than was expected when the Estimates 
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were laid before the House at the com- 
mencement of last session, although in 
some directions less and in others more 
progress will have been made 'than was 
then anticipated. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
whether arrangements have been made 
so to develop our means of output of 
armour, hulls, and machinery, as_ to. 
enable shipbuilding programmes of the 
immediate future to be determined by. 
reference to our national requirements. 
unrestricted by insufficiency of our 
power of production. 


CapTaAIn PRETYMAN: Ever since the 
engineers’ strike of 1897 the arrears in 
shipbuilding have been a constant source 
of anxiety to the Board, and they have 
regarded the position as most unsatis- 
factory. How to prevent a recurrence of 
these delays and how to secure that the 
national resources of production can be 
most fully utilised and developed to meet 
Imperial requirements is occupying the 
serious attention of the Admiralty. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Have inquiries been made as to 
the willingness of contractors already con- 
tracting with the Admiralty to increase 
their means of production ? 


CapTAIn. PRETYMAN: That is part 


of the question under consideration. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware that the 
English naval contractors have produced 
two battleships for the Japanese Govern- 
ment ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


H.M.S. “ HIGHFLYER.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state when H.MLS. 
“ Highflyer ” left Portsmouth for the East 
Indies ; how long she took over the run 
to Malta, and from Malta to Bombay ;. 
and whether she is now having her 
machinery and boilers overhauled and. 
repaired there. 


Captain PRETYMAN: The “ High- 
flyer” left Devonport on 28th June, and 
arrived at Malta on 5th July. She left. 
Malta on 9th July, and arrived at Mauri- 
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tius on Ist August. She has not been to 


Bombay since her arrival on the station. 


‘CANADA AND GERMAN TARIFFS. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 


Foreign Affairs whether in consequence 
c ~ PP . * et 

of Canada’s admission of British goods 
into the markets of the Dominion at a 


reduction of one-third the duty charged / 


upon foreign goods, under the powers 
accorded by the denunciation in 1897 of 
the treaties with Germany and Belgium, 
‘Canada is excluded from most-favoured- 
nation treatment in German markets, 
notwithstanding that the Dominion treats 
‘Germany upon the same footing as all 
foreign nations; and, if so, will he 
explain why Her Majesty’s Government 
has acquiesced in such treatment of a 
portion of the British Empire, while 
.goods passing between the several States 
of Germany are as in the United States 
of America treated preferentially com- 
pared to foreign nations. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): It 
is the case that Canada is at present 
excluded from most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment in German markets. We regret 
that this should be so, but in the absence 
of a Commercial Treaty between this 
‘country and Germany that Power is, of 
course, able to regulate her tariffs in 
accordance with her own views. The 
matter is one to which we attach much 
importance, and we shall constantly bear 
it in mind. 


LIEUT.-GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke 
and Haverfordwest): When the commer- 
cial treaty with Germany is negotiated 
will the matter be borne in mind, so that 
Canada may have fair consideration ! 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Yes, Sir. 


PRESERVATION OF BIG GAME IN 
AFRICA. 

Mr. SETON-KARR: I 
ithe Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can state what steps have 
been taken in British Kast and Central 
Africa, in Uganda, and other game dis- 
tricts in Africa, for the preservation of 
biz game on the lines recommended and 
agreed to by the recent International 
Conference held in London on this sub- 


beg to ask 
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‘ject, and, in particular, what game re- 
serves now exist in British South Africa, 
and what steps are being taken to guard 
and enforce the sanctity of these reserves, 
and also to maintain and enforce the 
other regulations for game preservation ; 
whether he has any information showing 
that public officers such as railway 
ofiicials and others are allowed to kill 
game in the Kenia Reserve in British 
Kast Africa, and have in fact killed game 
there in considerable quantity ; whether 
the Kenia Reserve contains sufficient 
grazing lands and area for the purpose 
of an adequate game reserve; and, 
whether he is aware that an Englishman 
recently sold in Mombasa as the produce 
of his hunting trip ivory to the amount of 
£8,000 ; and whether an inquiry can be 
made into the circumstances of the sale 
of this ivory, and how and where it was 
obtained. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE : Carefully 
drawn regulations for the preservation of 
wild animals have been in force for some 
time in the several African Protectorates 
administered by the Foreign Office as 
well as in the Soudan. The obligations 
imposed by the recent London Conven- 
tion upon the signatory Powers will not 
hecome operative until after the exchange 
of ratifications, which has not yet taken 
place. In anticipation, however, steps 
have been taken to revise the existing 
regulations in the British Protectorates 
so as to bring them into strict harmony 
with the terms of the Convention. The 
game reserves now existing in the several 
Protectorates are—In (7) British Central 
Africa—the elephant marsh reserve and 
the Shirwa reserve; in (4) the East 
Africa Pretectorate—the Kenia district ; 
in (c) Uganda—the Sugota game reserve 
in the north-east of the Protectorate ; in 
(d) Somaliland—a large district defined 
by an elaborate boundary line described 
in the regulations. The regulations have 


the force of law in the Protectorates. 
Protectorates and offenders are dealt 
with in the Protectorate courts. It is in 


contemplation to charge special officers of 
the Administrations with the duty of 
watching over the proper observance of 
the regulations. Under the East African 
Game Regulations on!y the officers per- 
manently stationed at or near the Kenia 
Reserve may be specially authorised to 
kill game in the reserve. There is no 
reason to believe that this privilege has 
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been abused. 


the Kenia Reserve will be considered. 


The circumstances connected with the) 


alleged sale at Mombasa have not been 
reported to the Foreign Office. 


UGANDA RAILWAY— BRITISH AND 
AMERICAN BRIDGE TENDERS. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will state the names of the 
British and American firms who tendered 
for the erection of bridges for the Uganda 
Railway ; the amounts of the various 
tenders ; and if the British firms, whose 
quotations were higher than the American, 
were invited to or afforded an opportunity 
of revising their tenders. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I shall be 
glad to give the information to the hon. 
Gentleman privately, or to grant it as an 
unopposed Return if he will move for it, 
but it would hardly be comprehensible in 
an answer to a question, It has not been 
considered fair to the party making the 
lowest tender to invite other tenderers to 
revise their offers. 


Mr. CREMER: May I ask the noble 
Lord whether there is any rule in his De- 
partment which precludes the possibility 
of inviting contractors to revise their 
tenders ! 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: The hon. 


Gentleman will perhaps give notice. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether an American 
company has contracted with the Foreign 
Office to erect thirty-four bridges on the 
Uganda Railway, requiring ‘something 
like 8 8,000 tons of structural steel, and if 
so, whether he will state the amount of 
the contract, and whether any tenders 
for those bridges were invited from well- 
known British firms. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE:,Yes. The 
American Bridge Company have con- 
tracted for the erection in situ of thirty 
bridges on the Uganda Railway contain- 
ing “approximately 7,000 tons of strue- 
tural steel. The amount of the contract 
is for £135,000. As the hon. Member 


will have learnt from an answer given on | 


the subject on the 11th inst. to ‘the hon. 
Member for West Wolverhampton, 
tenders were invited for the contract in 
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The question of extending | the United Kingdom. They were invited 


by means of advertisement. 


*Sir_ E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): Were the British 


| tenderers given an opportunity of re- 


vising their tenders so as to tender at the 
lowest price ? 


[No answer was given. } 
L=. 


CHINA—REPORTED MASSACRES BY 
RUSSIANS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether any protest 
has been addressed by Her Majesty’s 
Government or by other European Gov- 
ernments to the Government of Russia 
regarding the massacre of many thou- 
sands of the Chinese non-combatant in- 
habitants of towns and villages along the 
river Amur. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: SSE: 
THE NEW HEBRIDES — LAND DIS- 
PUTES BETWEEN BRITISH AND 


FRENCH SUBJECTS. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware that claims to land in the occupa- 
tion of natives and of British subjects are 
being made by French subjects in the 
islands of Epi and Efate, in the New 
Hebrides, and that disturbance has re- 
and, in particular, that the Rev. 
R. M. Fraser, a British subject, has been 
dispossessed from land bought by him in 
the Island of Epi, and his schoolhouse 
burned by M. Beaulieu, a French subject ; 
whether the dispute was investigated by 
a French warship without the presence of 
an English officer; whether the proper 
tribune il for inv estigating such a question 
is the Joint Naval Commission; and 
whether he will take steps to secure the 
impartial investigation of the matter. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Complaints 
of the nature indicated in the first and 
second paragraphs of the hon. Member's 
question have been brought to the notice 
of Her Majesty’s Government, and steps 
have already been taken for their due 
investigation by one of Her Majesty’s 
ships on the Australian station. I should, 
however, state in reply to Paragraph 3 
that the Joint Naval Commission has no 
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power to interfere in disputes concerning 
the title to land. 


EAST AFRICA—ANGLO-GERMAN 
BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will say when the 
Report of the Anglo-German Boundary 
Commission, appointed for the purpose of 
defining the International boundary in 
the districts lying between Lakes Tan- 
ganyika and Nyassa, will be issued. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: The terms 
of the Convention confirming the work of 
the Commission are now under discussion 


between the British and the German 
Governments. The Report cannot be 
issued until the Convention has been 
concluded. 


Mr. WEIR: Can the noble Lord say 
precisely when the Report will be issued ? 
I got the same answer a year ago. 


| No answer was given. | 


ARMENTA—CONSULAR 
REPORTS. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the reports of the British 
Consuls or Vice-Consuls, or other agents 
in the districts of Turkish Armenia 
during the past year, or such portions of 
them as relate to massacres, expropria- 
tions, or other outrages upon the 
Armenian population, can be presented to 
Parliament. 


TURKISH 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: With the 
exception of the reports of a massacre at 
Spaghank, which were, on inquiry, found 
to be exaggerated, there have been no 
reports lately of serious outrages upon 
the Armenians. The more recent 
despatches from Consular officers indicate 
some improvement in the administration 
of the country, at any rate in the 
Vilayets of Trebizond and Van. It is 
not considered desirable in the interests | 
of the Armenians themselves to publish 
the reports. 


INDIA—COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN 
THE HIMALAYAS. | 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
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for India if his attention has been 
called to the conduct of the Deputy 
Commissioner of Dharmsala, who, with 
his revenue officer, interviewed the 
head men of Spiti and Bara Bangahal 
districts, and urged them to loyally sup- 
port and increase the revenue in every 
possible way, but particularly in the 
excise department: and whether, seeing 
that this action on the part of a revenue 
officer is in distinct contradiction of the 
declared policy of the Government of 
India as formulated in their despatch to. 
the Secretary of State, No. 29, 4th 
February, 1890, the Government of India 
propose to take any action in the matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For: 
INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have received no report con- 
cerning the circumstances described in 
the hon. Member’s question. But I can 
quite conceive that the Deputy Commis- 
sioner of Kangra may have urged the 
headmen of those remote Himalayan 
tracts to support the Government in 
putting down illicit stills and_ illicit 
drinking. If he did this the Deputy 
Commissioner would not, in my judgment,, 
be contravening the principles and policy 
of the Government of India, as declared 
in the despatch quoted in the question. 


INDIAN AGRICULTURAL BANKS. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he can 
say when the Conference on Agricultural 
Banks, promised by Sir Edward Law, will 
meet in Calcutta ; whether independent 
Indian gentlemen will be invited to join 
the conference ; and whether the views in 
favour of an experimental bank set forth 
in the Government of India despatch of 
May, 1884, will be taken into careful 
consideration. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I cannot state 
the time when the Committee which the 
Government of India have appointed to 
consider the question of agricultural 
banks will meet; but I know that the 
Government are most desirous to bring 
the question to a practical issue; and I 
am satisfied that, in the matter of 
selecting members and advisers of the 
Committee, and in the matter of furnish- 
ing the Committee with all available 
information, the Government will take alli 
possible means to secure the end in view.. 
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SOMALI EXPEDITION. EMPLOYMENT 
OF INDIAN TROOPS. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he can state 
what number of Indian troops are to be 
employed on the Somali Expedition ; and 
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if their expenses will be borne by the | 


British Exchequer ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Foreign | 


Office has asked for the services of half a 
battalion native infantry, fifty camel 
sowars, two mountain guns, and four 
maxims, with the necessary equipment, 
transport, and supplies. The expenses 
will be borne by the British Exchequer. 


COST OF INDIAN WARS. 
Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer whether he will 


agree to a Return showing the cost of 
each one of the different wars undertaken 
in India or on behalf of our Indian posses- 
sions from the year 1800 to the date of 
the abolition of the East India Company, 


and showing also the proportion of ex- 


penditure borne respectively by the 
United Kingdom and the East India 
Company in each case. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: An ancient 
Return, No. 261 of 1808, shows that it 
was impossible even then to give the 
information now asked for as to the earlier 
years of the century. And it will be 
seen from Return 13 of 1900, which 
shows the wars on or beyond the borders 
of British India since 1849, that it is not 
till the last thirty years that the cost of 
the several military operations has been 
shown separately in the accounts of the 
Government of India. This latter Return 
took more than two years to compile, and 
caused great pressure on the departments 
concerned in India. I do not think I 
would be justified in ordering further 
investigations to be made in the accounts 
of the years from 1808 to 1849 for the 
purposes of the Return now asked for. 


ASHANTI—ORIGIN OF THE RISING— 
CASUALTIES, COST, ETC. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): [beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether there has been any cause for the | 


recent rising in Ashanti except the at- 


tempt of the Governor to seize the golden | 
stool, and why it was necessary to take | 


that step ; and whether he can state what 
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| has been the total loss of life to our forces 
| in and the cost of the expedition up to the 
present, and whether any estimate has 
been formed of the numbers of natives 


killed. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) It is 


impossible to ascribe the war with cer- 
tainty to any definite act, but I am con- 
vinced that the cause lay far deeper than 
the trivial incident,to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers. (2) The total loss of life in our 
forces is nine Europeans and 103 natives 
killed, and five Europeans and _thirty- 
one natives died of disease. The cost of 
the operations has not yet been ascer- 
tained, but, so far, £132,300 has been 
expended out of the £200,000 voted by 
Parliament as a loan to the Gold Coast. 
It has not been possible to form an esti- 
mate of the number of Ashantis killed. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has the golden stool 
been obtained, and is there any reason to 
insist on the natives giving it up? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It has not 
been obtained, and I am not aware of any 
insistence of the kind. 


DEFENDERS OF COOMASSIE— 
GRATUITIES. 

Str JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
gratuities granted to the Army, Navy, 
and Marines for war service in South 
Africa will also be granted to the officers 
and men of the Army who served in West 
Africa, and who took part in the defence 
of Coomassie, and in the operations for 
its relief. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot at present 
answer this question. The conditions of 
the two campaigns are not identical, and 
the majority of the soldiers concerned in 
the defence and relief of Coomassie were 
natives, who would not in any case be re- 

;munerated on the same scale as British 
soldiers. 

Str JOHN COLOMB: My question 

related to the officers and men of British 
regiments. 


SIERRA LEONE—TRADE, FINANCES, 
ETC. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called 
|to the Report on Sierra Leone for the 
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year 1899, which shows a_ reduction 
in the exports of palm oil, rice, and 
rubber, and to the fact that Sir Frederick 
Cardew sums up the position of the 
country by stating that since 1895 a 
gradual decrease in the export trade is 
apparent ; and whether, seeing that the 
cost of the frontier police for 1899 
amounted to £25,672, whereas the total 
revenue obtained from the hut tax was 
only £19,364, and that an additional | 
expenditure was required to recoup the | 
Imperial Government for the cost of 
military expeditions, he would consider 
the desirability of abolishing the hut tax 
and adopting a more conciliatory attitude 
towards the native population. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : (1) I have 
examined the Report in question. It | 
shows a reduction in the exports men-! 
tioned, but in the total of exports it 
shows a marked increase in 1899 over | 
1898, and if the words cited by the , hon. 
Member be read with the rest of the 
paragraph in which they stand it will be 
seen that they are not intended to sum- 
marise the result of the tables as a 
gradual decrease since 1895, (2) The 
figures given as to the cost of frontier 
police and the revenue from the house 
tax for 1899 are correct ; but the Gover- 
nor has recently reported that the tax 
for 1900 has already realised more than 
the estimate of £25,000, and that it has 
heen collected without trouble or any 
feeling of soreness. I have no reason to 
think that anything but a conciliatory 
attitude has been adopted towards the 
native population. 





METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Mason EVANS-GORDON (Tower | 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the Metropolitan Police | 
Force is at present considerably under 
strength ; whether the standard height 
and chest measurement for admission to | 
the force have been reduced ; and whether 
the present rates of pay and terms of ser- 
vice are such as to attract the best men 
in sufficient numbers. 


{COMMONS} 


| 3 of the Inebriates Act, 


|grounds and under 
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number of properly qualified recruits is 
forthcoming to rather more than meet 
the normal needs of the force, but not 
sufficient to replace the absent Reservists 
or to make good augmentations. The 
answer to the second paragraph is in the 


negative. I must refer the hon. and 
gallant Member to an answer which I 


gave on Friday to the effect that the 


| subject of the emoluments of the police 


has been and is under consideration. 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIATES. 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary 


| of State for the Home Department if he 
|intends to establish any State inebriate: 


reformatories, as contemplated by Section 
L898. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The question is now 
under my consideration. 

FREEDOM OF PUBLIC MEETING 
LIVERPOOL ALBERT HALL AND 
THE CELTIC LITER AR Y SOCIETY. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a letter addressed 
by the head constable of Liverpool to the 
licensees of the Albert Hall to the effect 
that if they allowed their hall to be used 
for a meeting under the auspices of the 
Celtic Literary Society on Monday last, 
they would incur serious responsibility, 
and advising them to cancel the letting 
of the hall for that purpose ; and whether 
there was any illegality in the proposed 
meeting. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg also to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will state on what 
what authority the 
police broke up the Irish meeting at 
Liverpool held in reference to the Boe1 
war. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The answer is that 
the police took action in order to prevent 
serious disturbance, and that the steps 
which were taken appear to have been 


| absolutely necessary and entirely justifi- 


| able. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Rircuikz, Croydon): The force is at pre- 
sent below its establishment, chiefly 
owing to the Reservists being called out 
for service with the colours. uf sufticient 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why was a por- 
tion of the meeting allowed to proceed ? 
Why was a reverend clergyman allowed to 
speak, whereas, when a lady rose to do so, 


the police interfered 4 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not aware of | 
that. The police considered that if the 


meeting were allowed to go on_ there 
might be serious disturbances, and I think 
they acted quite properly. 


LEAD POISONING—SPECIAL RULES. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he can state when the Home 
Office proposals with regard to lead 
poisoning in the manufacture of china and 
earthenware, which were contained in a 
circular to manufacturers issued on 14th 
December, 1899, and again submitted to 
them as proposed special rules in August, 
1900, are to be formally issued as special 
rules. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Much progress has | 
heen made towards a settlement of the 
special rules for the china and earthen- 
ware trade, but there are certain points 
still outstanding, and one of them involves 
a chemical question on which I am now 
waiting for a report from Dr. Thorpe, 
principal chemist to the Government. I 
hope to be able formally to issue the new 
rules early next year. 


CRICCIETH DOG LICENCES. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he is aware that the excise officer at 
Criccieth attends once a year at Garn 
Dolbenmaen for the purpose of issuing 
dog licences, and uses a public-house in 
the village for the purpose, although 
there are plenty of rooms available un- 
connected with  public-houses; and | 
whether he will give instructions to the | 
ofticer in question to use a room in a 
private house, so as to obviate the neces- 
sity of requiring the public to attend at a | 
public-house. | 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Str M. Hicks Bracu, | 
Bristol, W.): For the convenience of | 
the farmers and shepherds in the | 
neighbourhood, the officer at Criccieth | 
attends at Garn on an qppointed day in | 
January to receive and examine into de- | 
clarations of exemption from dog licence | 
duty. For this purpose he engages a | 
room at the ‘‘Cross Pipes Inn,” which is 
the most convenient place in the village, | 
both for him and for the public. I am 
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not prepared to prohibit the use of the: 
local hotel or inn for such purposes. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Inspector 
of Weights and Measures attends at a 
private house, and no inconvenience is 
experienced ? 

Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
aware of it. 


EDINBURGH SORTING 
REVISION. 
Str LEWIS MacIVER (Edinburgh, W.):. 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he is now in a position to say when the 
scheme of revision for the sorting branch 
of the Edinburgh Post Office, which has 
been under consideration for more than 
two years, is likely to be sanctioned. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): A portion of 
the scheme for the revision of the Edin- 
burgh Sorting Office was sanctioned by 
the Treasury and carried into effect in 
August last. The remainder is held in 
suspense pending the settlement of cer- 
tain questions of principle, with regard 
to higher appointments, which affect the - 
service generally, but which it is hoped 
will be disposed of before long. 


OFFICE 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


‘representing the Postmaster General, if 


he will state when the result of the 
inquiry conducted by the late Secretary 
to the Treasury into the grievances of 
the Second Class Examining Officers of 
will be meade known to the 
officers concerned. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : My 


not recommend any 


| alteration regarding these men as a result 


of the inquiry held last summer. Certain 
proposals affecting them are now before 
the Treasury, but [have not yet had time 
to examine them. 


POSTAGE RATES TO THE UNITED 
STATES. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL LEE (Hamp- 
shire, Fareham): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as _repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
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sent to all parts of Canada, via New 
York, at the rate of 1d. per half-ounce, 
whereas letters addressed to New York 
or other parts of the United States are | 
charged at the rate of 24d. per half- 
ounce ; and whether, in the interests of 
closer relations between England and the | 
United States and for the convenience of | 
the general public, negotiations might be 
entered into with the Government of the | 
United States for the mutual establish- 
ment of a rate of 1d. per half-ounce for 
all letters passing between the two 
countries. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is aware that 
the rates of postage are as stated by the 
hon. Member. 
ing a lower rate than 23d. per half-ounce 
for letters exchanged between 
country and the United States has 
already formed the subject of proposals 
on the part of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The Government of the United 
States, however, was not prepared to 
entertain the suggestion. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL TAXA- 
TION— DISTRIBUTION OF EVIDENCE, 
ETC., IN IRELAND. 

CoLtonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
would he direct that the reports and 
cvidence of the Commission on Local 
Taxation should be forwarded to the 
county councils of Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


{COMMONS} 


he is aware that letters can now be| the Report will be published. 


‘nature, he will state upon how 


Questions. 


It is being 
considered. 


DELETERIOUS MATTERS IN BEER. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Nor 
folk, Mid) : 
‘to the Treasury w vhether, seeing that it is 
stated in the Report of the Committee on 
Beer Materials, 1899, that the Treasury 
is empowered to prohibit the use in the 


|manufacture of beer of any substance or 


detrimental 
many 
occasions within the last five years has 
the Treasury exercised such power, and 
how many specimens of cheap sulphuric 


liquor of a noxious or 


}acid such as is apparently used in the 


The question of establish- | 


this | 


manufacture of sugar for brewing purposes 


_ have been examined during the current 
year. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


CHAMBERLAIN: | 


The course proposed by the hon. Mem- | 
ber would be unusual, and I am not aware | 


of any special reasons for it in this case. 
The volumes in question (which are not 
principally concerned with Ireland) can 
he purchased at a low price through any 
bookseller. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 

TAXATION—DATE OF REPORT. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (Lanarkshire, N.W.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can inform the House 
when the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation will be pre- 
sented. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA-| 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | 
E.):.I cannot state any date on which | 


The power referred to was conferred on 
the Treasury by Section 5 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, but the 
duty of providing proper securities for 
the wholesomeness of beer like other 
articles of food is placed by law on the 
local authorities subject, if necessary, . 
the Local Government Board or Board ¢ 

Agriculture. The Treasury, indie, 


has not exercised this power. Sulphuric 
acid would only come under the cogni- 


sance of the Government Laboratory in 
the event of samples being submitted 
for analysis under a magistrate’s order, 
and no instances of such submission have 
occurred. It ought not to exist in any 
sugar found in a brewery. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 


shire, Newport): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 


Department whether the Official Analysts 
to the Department, Doctors Stevenson 
and Luff, who are members of the Expert 
Committee appointed by the Manchester 
Brewers’ Association, are acting on behalf 
of the Department, or are being remu- 
nerated by the Brewers’ Association ; and 
if the latter is the case whether, in view 


‘of the great public interests involved, he 


would consider the advisability of causing 
a Report to be made by some expert 
analysts entirely’ unconnected with the 
trades concerned. 
*Mr. RITCHIE 
Luff are not acting 
Home Department. 


: Doctors Stevenson and 
on behalf of the 
I think that the 
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suggestion in the last paragraph of the | GOVERNMENT DESPATCHES— DISTRI- 
question is scarcely within my jurisdiction, | BUTION TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES. 

but I have consulted my right hon. friend; Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
the President of the Local Government} ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
Board, and understand that that Depart-| whether copies of despatches relating to 
ment has the whole matter under their | foreign and colonial affairs were sent to 


Questions. 








active consideration. 


the county councils in England and 


| Wales on the eve of the last General 


SCHOOL BOARD QUESTION IN 
WIMBLEDON. 

Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask the 
Vice - President of the Committee of | 
Council on Education whether it has 
been brought to his notice that the rate- | 
payers of Wimbledon, at a_ statutory 
meeting on 9th July last, passed a resolu- 
tion that a School Board should be 
formed ; and why no action has been | 
taken by the Board of Education. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE! 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir Jonn 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
Board of Education was not satisfied of 
the validity of the alleged resolution, and 
has therefore refrained from using it. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: What does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean by validity ? 


Sir JOHN GORST : It was contended 
by some of the ratepayers that proper 
notice was not given of the resolution, 
and the Board concur in that view. 


INTER-DEPARTMENTAL 
COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 
N.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether the Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee, consisting of representatives of 
the Home Office and of the Education 
Department, the calling together of which 
was suggested by the late Home Secre- 
tary and supported by the Vice-President 
of the Council in the Standing Committee 
on Law on 20th July, 1900, has been 
convened to consider the question of the | 
out-of-school labour of school children ; | 
and, if so, when that Committee is likely 
to be in a position to report. 


Sin JOHN GORST: The appoint- | 
ment of the Committee was delayed by | 
changes in the Government, but the | 
Home Secretary is now making arrange- | 
ments with the Board of Education for | 
its immediate appointment, and it is} 
hoped that its Report will be made 
hefore next session. 
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| Election ; and, if so, whether there is any 
precedent for sending such papers to 


county councils. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have made 
inquiries, and can learn nothing about 
this from either the Foreign Office or the 
Local Government Board. The hon. 
Member must, I think, be labouring 
under a misapprehension. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman further inquire ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have in- 
quired, and have given the hon. Member 
the result. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: IT shall put 


a further question. 


IRISH LUNACY REGULATIONS. 

CoLONEL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been called to 
the fact that admission to Irish lunatic 
asylums is regulated wholly by magi- 
strates ; also, seeing that regulations for 
the administration of these asylums are 
framed by the Local Government Board 
to such an extent as to transfer the real 
control of administration and expenses to 
the Irish Government, would the Irish 
Government simplify the existing rules 
as to the care of lunatics by taking over 
in name as well as in fact the whole 
administration and undertaking to main- 
tain the asylums from the Exchequer. 


*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): It is 
true that the majority of committals to 
rish District lunatic asylums are made 
by magistrates, but provision is also made 
in the statutory rules for admission under 
other forms, and in some districts these 
forms are largely used. The regulations 
for the administration of the asylums are 
not framed by the Local Government 
Board, but by the local committees of 
management, subject to the approval of 
the Lord Lieutenant. Where such regu- 
lations have not been framed by local 
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committees the older regulations issued | 
by the Lord Lieutenant in Council 
continue in force. The suggestion as to 
State control of the asylums raises an 
issue of such magnitude as to require | 
more time for its consideration than I 
have been able to give to it in the brief 
interval of a few hours since this question 
was placed on the Paper. 


(Questions. 
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IKISH TAXATION. 

CoLtonEL NOLAN: f beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in what 
manner are the moneys collected in 
Ireland for excise, customs, taxes, and 
remitted to London; 
whether a portion of such moneys is 
retained in Ireland to meet Irish expendi- 
ture, and, if so, in what manner is 


|the balance remitted to London ; and, 


DUTIES ON SPIRITS AND BEER. 


CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will state the duty paid upon Irish and 
Scotch spirits, and the duty upon the 
same amount of alcohol in English beer 
contributed to the revenue ; and whether, 
seeing that it has lately been proved that 
some of the compounds sold under the 
name of beer are of a poisonous character, 
would he therefore allow the consumers 
of intoxicants to have some choice in the 
nature of their beverages by somewhat 
reducing the duty now levied on an 
article of Irish and Scotch manufacture. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The rate of 
duty on spirits, whether English, Scotch, 
or Irish, is 11s. per proof gallon. The 
duty on beer, whether English, Scotch or 
Irish, depends, not upon the spirit that it 
contains, but upon the specific gravity of 
the worts. As a matter of fact the 
present tax on beer works out to a rate 
of duty per proof gallon of the alcohol 
contained in beer of from 2s. to 2s. 3d. 
The duty on beer has been raised in 
recent years considerably more than the 
duty on spirits. 


CoLonEL NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in 
view of the fact that in England the 
licence and other local Excise duties are 
paid over directly by the Excise authori- 
ties to the local bodies who raise or 
administer the English local rates, 1} per 
cent. being charged for collection, he 
would consider the advisability of extend- 
ing this advantage to Ireland. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No charge 
for collection is made in either country, 
and Ireland would gain nothing by the 
suggested change. Under present arrange- 
ments the local bodies receive the full 
equivalent of the proceeds of the licence | 
duties in Ireland corresponding to those 
licences which are handed over to the 
local authorities in Great Britain. 


when a portion of the money payable for 
customs, excise, taxes, and other imposts. 
from Irish sources is diseharged by 
cheques on British banks, how are these 
cheques credited so as to show the total 
sum collected for excise, customs, taxes, 
and other imposts collected or collectable 
in [reland. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The revenue 
collected in Ireland is paid in by the 
various collectors to the account of the 
Exchequer at the Bank of Ireland. Most 
of the money is retained to meet Irish 
expenditure other than that on account 
of the Army and Navy incurred in 
Ireland, which for reasons of convenience 
is paid by the Paymaster General in 
London. The balance is remitted by the 
Bank of Ireland to the Bank of England 
on the requisitions of the Treasury. 
People paying in revenue to the collectors 
sometimes do so by cheques payable in 
England, but all cheques, ete., are collee- 
ted by the Bank of Ireland and credited 
to the various revenue accounts kept by 
that bank. 


IRISH COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY.: ! beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will inquire whether at the 
Irish county council elections of 1899 
more than twice the number of polling 
places were provided for the convenience 
of voters than at the late Parliamentary 
elections ; is he aware that in constituen- 
cies like North Louth voters have had to 
walk in many cases five or six miles to 
the poll, contrary to law; and if the 
Government will do anything to ensure 
that no voter in Ireland will have to 
proceed a greater distance than three 
miles to the poll. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM : There has not been 
sufficient time to collect the information 
needed in order to verify the suggestion 
made in the first paragraph, but I have 
no reason to doubt its accuracy. I under- 
stand there are places in North Louth 
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distant some five or six miles from a| tion, so that candidates might feel con- 
polling place. This is not necessarily | fident that the individual view of any 
contrary to the law, which admits of some | officer should not be a permanent bar to 
latitude. The fixing of polling places; his promotion, or that the board would 
does not rest with the Government. In/} not reflect the views of those who 
the case of Local Government elections | selected them as to any particular 
it rests with the Returning Officer, while | candidate. 

in the case of Parliamentary elections it} Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
is primarily determined by the Chairman | gonstables who underwent examination 
and Justices at Quarter Sessions subject last month was 114. No representations 
to confirmation by the Privy Council. If hays been made to me of the nature 
representations are made to the Govern-| mentioned in the second part of the first 
ment from electors in any locality I will | paragraph. In reply to the second para- 
see that they are brought to the notice of | graph, the examination of candidates in 
the Chairman of Quarter Sessions. | professional subjects must necessarily be 
conducted by police experts, and could 


Questions. 








MANUAL EDUCATION IN TRELAND. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: [ beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state whether the 
Education Board supply the materials (or 
their cost) for carrying on the manual 
education programme, and whether the 
teachers must provide them. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter is 
now under consideration in connection 
with next year’s Estimate. I am unable 
to make any definite promise at present. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : If the teachers in 
the meantime provide the materials out 
of their own pockets, will the money be 


refunded to them ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am considering 
the question. 


CONSTABULARY — EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whevher 119 constables pre- 
sented themselves for examination under 
the P. and other systems last month ; 
and is he aware that although candidates 
are entirely satisfied with the fairness of | 
the Civil Service portion of the examina- | 
tion, there is an apprehension that the 
examination in professional subjects by a 
board of selected officers leaves room for 
personal bias ; could the methods of the 
Civil Service Commissioners be intro- | 
duced to govern the entire examination ; | 
how long do the board of officers take to. 
make up their judgments; and is each 
district inspector allowed 15s. extra per 
night while the work goes on, and how 
often is the county inspector, who pre- 
sides, changed ; and wonld the Govern- 
ment consider the desirability of having 
an entirely fresh board for each examina- 


IRISH 





| aged married couples. 


|not be entrusted to the Civil Service 
| Commissioners. The last Promotion 
Board met on the 9th ult., and made its 
Report on the 26th ult. District in- 
spectors appointed to this Board receive 
an allowance at the rate stated. The 
Board, consisting of five officers, is differ- 
ently constituted, so far as possible, from 
year to year. On the occasion of the last 
two examinations the same county in- 
spector presided, and one other member 
served twice in succession. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman guarantee that the same 
officers shall not be appointed to the 
Board year after year ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM : I think my answers 
show that the Board is freshly constituted 
yearly as far as reasonably can be done. 


IRISH WORKHOUSES. — CLASSIFICA- 
TION OF AGED AND DESERVING 
POOR. 


Mr. GOULDING: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether a circular or instruction 
has been issued by the Local Government 
Board to the guardians of the poor in 
Ireland, urging the adoption of regulations 
affecting the classification of inmates in 
workhouses, with a view of securing 
separate accommodation for the aged and 
deserving poor ; and, if so, whether such 
classification and separation is being 
carried out. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board issued a 
circular relating to the better classifica- 
tion of workhouse inmates in November, 
1893, especially with regard to deserving 
They have also 
frequently brought the whole question 
under the notice of guardians through 
the medium of their inspectors. The 
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structural arrangements of Irish work- 
houses present great difficulties, and a 
thorough sub-classification of workhouse 


inmates throughout the country would | 


involve an expenditure which the guar- 
dians would be reluctant to ineur. 
Special inquiries were made by the Board 
in 1896, the outcome of which is the 
Poor Relief (Ireland) Act of last session, 
and the question of the amalgamation of 
workhouses, from which further desirable 
results in this connection may follow, is 
now under consideration. 


CHILDREN IN IRISH WORKHOUSES. 

Mr. GOULDING : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any circular or in- 
struction has been issued by the Local 
Government Board in Ireland to the 
guardians of the poor urging that pro- 
vision should be made for entirely remov- 
ing all pauper children who are above 
the age of nurture from workhouses; and, 
if not, whether he will consider the 
desirability of issuing such an order, 
seeing that this change was unanimously 
recommended by a Committee of the 
House of Commons. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board issued a circular relating to 
the relief of pauper children out of the 
workhouse in May last. I have forwarded 
a copy of this circular to my hon. friend. 
The Board have not urged the guardians 
to send all pauper children out of the 
workhouse, as until the passing of the 
Poor Relief Act of last session this would 
not have been a practicable -uggestion. 
The matter is now under consideration in 
connection with the amalgamation of 
unions, and the Board hope to be able 
to indicate to boards of guardians shortly 
a manner in which a considerable advance 
can be made in this direction. 

Mr. GOULDING : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the propriety of 
reducing the age? My question aims at 


the case of children of the age of five | 


years. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am looking into 
the whole question, which I think -de- 
mands attention. 


LAND PURCHASE—GOVERN- 
MENT CLAIMS. 
CoLoNEL NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland if, when 
preperty in Ireland is sold to tenants 


[IRISH 
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|under the Purchase Acts, the Crown 
| institutes inquiries to find if it can revive 
‘old claims for quit rents, tithes, or rent- 
charges against such properties; if the 
| sums so recovered are small and produc- 
tive of expense and delay ; and if he could, 
by expediting or dispensing with such in- 
quiries, facilitate purchases and tempt 
more landowners to sell. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKiNson, Londonderry, 
N.): As the sale to tenants frees the 
land sold from liability to quit rent, it is 
necessary that inquiries should be made 
/and claims put forward for the redemp- 

tion of the quit rent out of the purchase- 
money. The certificates for the amount 
of the redemption money are generally 
lodged in ample time. In a small num- 
ber of cases old claims for small sums 
have been made, but in very few of these 
has complaint of delay been received. 
All departments are only too anxious to 
facilitate the purchase by tenants of their 
holdings now proceeding at a very rapid 
rate, and if my attention be drawn to any 
specific instance of delay I shall have the 
| matter inquired into. 


Questions. 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the Report 
of the Committee appointed to consider 
the question of increasing the salaries of 
sheriffs in Scotland will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Committee in question was a depart- 
mental one, which reported only for the 
information of the Scottish Office and the 
Treasury, and it is not proposed to lay 
the Report upon the Table of the House. 

Mr. WEIR: Does the Report recom- 
mend an increase of these miserably 
small salaries ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must give notice of that question. 


THE ULLAPOOL SCHOOLMASTER. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
rates payable by Mr. Cameron, school- 
master, of Ullapool, Ross-shire, were paid 
on the 13th May, 1899, will he explain 
‘why Mr. Cameron was returned as a 
| defaulter and his name removed by Mr. 
| Morrin, the County Assessor, from the 
| Register of Electors for the recent Par- 
| liamentary election. 
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*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A.| It was not taken by Mr. James Nisbet, 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Mr.; but by Mr. David Cramb, Inspector for 
Cameron’s name was contained in the | the Alness District Fishery Board. The 
statutory list of defaulters furnished by | case was reported to Crown Counsel, who 
the collector of poor rates to the assessor. | ordered no proceedings. In reply to the 
By that list the assessor is guided in virtue | second paragraph Mr. Cramb thereafter 
of the statutory enactment to that effect. | transferred the net to Mr. Junor, who 
The usual opportunities of inspecting and | had been acting on this occasion not as 
appealing against the list of voters drawn | tailor but as agent to the fishermen con- 
up by the assessor were given, but pre-| cerned. Mr. Junor does not retain the 
sumably Mr. Cameron failed to observe | net upon any authority ; he transferred it 
the omission of his name from the list. _| to its owner, by whom it has heen sold to 
the Robert Hosack named in the question. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord) TRACTION ENGINE TRAFFIC IN 
Advocate if he will state whether the | ROSS-SHIRE. 
Congested Districts Board have yet) Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
secured any land suitable for the migra- | Advocate whether he is aware that on the 
tion of crofters and cottars; and have | Ist November last a complaint was 
any crofters and cottars yet been migrated | lodged with Captain Munro, Chief In- 
from the Congested Districts of the High- | spector of Constabulary for Scotland, to 
lands and Islands of Scotland ; if so, will | the effect that on the morning of the 
he state what sum has been so expended. | a eon — ager bearing 
‘ : : ‘the name John Campbell, timber mer- 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I chant, Inverness, No. >, was driven along 
have nothing to add to the answer I gave | the road at Muir of Ord, Ross-shire, 
the hon. Member on Tuesday last in | without the usual precaution warning the 
reply to his question of that date.t publie of its approach ; and will he ex- 
Mr. WEIR: What was the answer? | plain why no remonstrance has been 


| pesse >owner > engine O 

*Mn. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: That. repre en ee 
full details would appear in the Congested | i pea ; 

Districts Board’s Report. : *MR. A. GRAHAM MURRAY iN Tam 
ae a informed that the complaint lodged with 
Mr. WEIR: Will you take care that | Captain Munro was duly communicated 
next year the Report is in the hands of | to the Chief Constable of the county, who 
Members before the Vote is taken ? | obtained a report on the matter which he 
[No answer was given.] laid before the clerk of the road authority, 
| who acts as prosecutor under the Loco- 
FISHERY REGULATIONS IN Ross. | Motives Acts. The facts, however, were 
SHIRE. | not considered such as to justify a prosecu- 


RTP | tion. F ‘ at it is no part of 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord tion I um to udd th wt it is no | 

; : ah ‘., | the duties of Captain Munro, Inspector of 
Advocate if he will state under what | 


i ~te« ory . . 7 ae ry 
circumstances a net belonging to Robert eee for Scotland, to deal with 
Hosack, of Cromarty, was taken by Mr. | i nate 
James Nisbet, Water Bailiff Superin-| 0 att ti ine 
tendent, Maryburgh, Ross-shire, last) DEFR tase Tee ION OF 

: : XOFTERS’ CROPS. 
spring; and will he state under what | Freem 
circumstances the net subsequently fell) MR. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
into the hands of J. W. F. Junor, tailor, | Advocate, in view of the inadequate pro- 
of Cromarty, and by what authority he | Vision made by owners of deer forests for 
retains it. | preventing deer destroying the crops of 
“Me A. GRAHAM MURRAY: TI | crofters, will the Secretary for Scotland 
SURE: 284 SHIVA SE a : 1€ | consider the expediency of introducing 
hon. Member’s question is based on | jegislation such as will enable crofters 
information which is somewhat less | residing in the vicinity of deer forests to 
accurate than usual. In reply to the first | obtain certificates of exemption from gun 
paragraph the net did not belong to | licence in order that they may be enabled 
Robert Hosack, but to George Skinner. | ¢o protect their crops from the ravages of 


At Spits 
+ See page 508. deer. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The{ ENGLISH WORKHOUSES — CLASSI- 
| FICATION OF PAUPERS — TREAT- 
: | MENT OF PAUPER CHILDREN. 
Mr. WEIR: Are the crofters not | Mr. GOULDING: I beg to ask the 
entitled to attack ee brutes which | president of the Local Government 
destroy their crops 4 |Board whether classification in the 
|workhouses in England and Wales, 
jand the separation from the other 
MUNICIPAL TAXATION—DISTRAINTS | inmates of the aged deserving poor, 
ON CHARITY PROPERTIES. which was urged on the guardians this 
Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, | year ina circular from the Local Govern- 
Kirkdaie) : I beg to ask the President of | ment Board, have been carried out ; and 
the Local Government Board whether | if not, whether, seeing that this change 
his attention has been called to the action | was also unanimously recommended by a 
of the Liverpool Corporation in distrain- , Committee of the House of Commons, he 
ing upon the property of a certain well- | will consider the advisability of making 
known and widely-imitated charity for | such classification and separation obliga- 
payment of municipal rates ; whether he | tory. I beg also to ask the President of 
is aware that such demands are now being | the Local Government Board whether he 
made in full for the first time, and upon | can state the number of boards of 
the alleged ground that corporations, | guardians who have made provision for 
since 1899, have had no option in the| entirety removing all pauper children 
matter, and that this increase is being | who are above the age of nurture from 
resented by charities throughout the | workhouses, the number of boards now 
country ; and whether, if the state of | making such provision, and the number of 
the law is as herein suggested, he can see | boards who are taking no definite action 
his way to bring in a Bill with a view to | in the matter. 
its alteration in such a manner as to give; Mr. LONG: Perhaps I may be 
a reasonable discretion to municipal cor-| allowed to answer these two questions 
porations m the matter of exemption, so together. I am not at present in a posi- 
that charities considered desirable in the | tion to say to what extent boards of 
public interest, and which relieve the | guardians have taken action with regard 
rates, may not themselves of necessity be | to the matters referred to in these ques- 
subjected to rating. tions. Guardians are now considering the 
Tue PRESIDENT or tur LOCAL | recommendations made in the circular 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Lone, | which was issued by the Local Govern- 
Bristol, S.): I understand that the cir- | ment Board, and I have already given 
cumstances are as stated in the question, | instructions that inquiries shall he made 
except that Iam informed that the full | im order to ascertain the result of such 
rates on the property referred to were consideration. Meanwhile, I cannot 
paid for the years 1893 to 1896, and that | Undertake to say what course I may ulti- 
it was only for the years 1897 and 1898 | mately adopt in relation to this subject. 
that the rates were not paid in full, the Mie iad ata : eg 
Corporation being under a misconception ALLOTMEN a act _— HIRING 
of their powers in the matter. The con-| emt. toe 
Seaton” achiel e com) Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby- 
tributions which ought equitably to be! .,- 
cae Ms J shire, Ilkeston): I beg to ask the 
made by different kinds of property to| ,.- . Wale 
i Bags i a. President of the Local Government 
local rates is one of the subjects which . 
_ ‘ ; -~ | Board if he will state the number 
has been referred to the Royal Commis- | ~; ; 
r ~S : ‘of Orders for the compulsory _ hire 
sion on Local Taxation, and, pending the |; ABs. pre 
> : i dee of land for allotments deposited with 
Report of the Commission, I could not ‘ D> 
a Seeges nape the Local Government Board by county 
promise to bring in any such Bill as that ‘ ; % 
i .° | councils during the last year, and whether 
desired by my hon. friend. = F ‘ 
; | there were any that the Local Govern- 
Mr. DAVID MacIVER: What is the | ment Board did not confirm. 
esa oe as we at Mr. LONG: Six Orders of the kind 
i a8 i : aren yg uch are registered as | referred to in the question were deposited 
— yeatnaiaasin. with the Local Government Board during 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The! the year ended March last. Of these 
z 1 . . > 
hon. Gentleman must give notice of that. | three have been confirmed by the Board ; 
‘ 


answer is in the negative. 


[No answer was given. | 
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in one case the application has been with- 
drawn, and the two remaining cases have 
not yet been settled. 


Questions. 


SALES OF CORPORATE LANDS. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state the area 
of corporate land sold during the last 


{13 DECEMBER 1900} 


year under instruments issued by the , 


Local Government Board, and _ the 
amount received from such sales and in- 
vested in funded property as required by 
the Local Government Board. 

Mr. LONG: The Local Government 
Board have during the year 1900 
approved of the sale of about forty acres 
ot corporate land, the value being about 
£66,000. The Board are not in posses- 
sion of information showing the extent 
to which these lands have been actually 
sold and the proceeds invested. 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES COMMITTEE— 
REPORT. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
if he can state when the Departmental 
Committee appointed to consider the use 
of preservatives and colouring matter in 
articles of food is likely to present its 
Report. 

Mr. LONG: Lam informed that it is 
not expected that the Report will be 
ready till March next. The Cemmittee 
have deemed it desirable to institute 
inquiries as to dairies in Denmark and 
Ireland, and they are deferring their 


Report until they have before them the | 


result of these inquiries, and of certain 
physiological experiments which they 
have directed to be made. 
FOOD ADULTERATION—PROPOSED 
NEW COMMITTEE. 
Sr MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) : I beg to ask the President of 


the Board of Agriculture if it is the inten- | 
tion of the Government next session to | 


appoint a Departmental Committee to 
inquire and report as to what regulations, 
if any, may with advantage be made by 


the Board of Agriculture under Section 4 | 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, | 
for determining what deficiency in any | 
of the usual constituents of genuine | 


butter or what addition of extraneous 


matter shall, for the purposes of the Sale | 
of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, | 
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raise a presumption, until the contrary is 
proved, that the butter is not genuine. 

*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. HANboury, 
Preston): I will not lose sight of the 
matter to which my hon. friend refers, 
but neither my predecessor nor I have 
yet taken any steps with respect to the 
setting up of presumptive standards for 
butter, because it has been thought better 
to wait and see whether any action can in 
the first place be taken in the case of 
milk and cream. The Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to consider the course 
to be taken with regard to the last-named 
articles has not yet been received. 


Questions. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Paddington, 
S.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if his attention has been 
drawn to the inconvenience experienced 
day and night by the occupiers and 
owners of houses in Bayswater in conse- 
quence of the vibration caused by the 
running of trains on the Central London 
Railway ; and, if so, whether the Depart- 
ment will at once institute an inquiry 
into the cause of the vibration, so that, 
if possible, some means may be devised 
for remedying the evil. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFourR, 
Leeds Central): Yes, Sir, I have received 
several communications from Members of 
this House and others on the subject re- 
ferred to by my hon. friend. The matter 
is receiving my most careful considera- 
tion, but there are many difficulties, and 
I am not prepared at the present moment 
to make any announcement with regard 
to it. 


TRAINING OF BOYS FOR THE MER- 
CANTILE MARINE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I be; to ask 
the President ofthe Board of Trade whether 
the recent Government scheme, in con- 
nection with the light dues, for inducing 
British shipowners to carry British boys 
has failed ; how many boys are carried 
under the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund) Act of 1898 ; whether the 
total number of boys entered in 1899 was 
the smallest on record and the proportion 
of foreigners the highest; and what 
remedy he proposes to adopt in place of 
the scheme in question for the state of 
things described by his predecessor. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 


cannot admit that the scheme referred to 
in the question, for inducing British ship- 
owners to carry British boys on their 
ships, has failed. The scheme has been 
adopted by many shipping firms of the 
highest standing. It came into operation 
in April, 1899, and up to the 30th of last 
month 615 enrolments have taken place. 
There has, from the first, been a steady 
tendency to increase, which has become 


Supplemental War 


more marked during the last eight 
months. The proportion of foreigners 


employed in our mercantile marine in 
1899 was slightly in access of that shown 
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| 


in any previous year, but this is probably , 
‘general manager informs me that “the 


due to causes outside the operation of 
the scheme. I hope that the measure of 
success that has attended this scheme 
will go on increasing as its advantages 
become more widely known. I have no 
proposal at present to submit to the 
House. 


SLOUGH RAILWAY ACCIDENT. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the expert advisers of the 
Department have any reason to believe 
that the disastrous railway accident at 
Slough on 16th June might have been 
entirely avoided had the train been fitted 
with the most modern high-speed brakes ; 
whether from the moment the 
were applied until the collision occurred 
the distance covered was about 600 yards, 
and the speed was diminished from 55 to 
20 miles per hour; whether he is aware 
that in other countries trains running at 
similar speed can be brought to a stand- 
still in less than 350 yards ; and whether, 
under the circumstances, he proposes to 
take any steps to inquire into the etliciency 
of brakes on all English railways. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that the inspecting officer who in- 
quired into the accident at Slough is of 
opinion that the disaster would not have 
been entirely avoided had the train been 
fitted with “ modern high speed brakes.” 
He also points out that the evidence is not 
clear as to the point at which the brakes 
were applied ; in fact, it is unlikely that 
the men who were not watching the 
signals would be exact as to where the 
train was when the brakes were applied. 
The inspecting officer himself thinks that 
at the moment of application the train 


brakes | 


Loan Bill. 714 
point of collision. I am also informed 
that while the reply to paragraph 3. is in 
the affirmative there is no doubt that 
brakes in use in this country can be made 
equally effective over a similar distance. 
The Board of Trade are not in a position 


'to press railway companies to adopt any 


particular brake, but I venture to express 
the hope that the companies will care- 
fully watch the improvements which are 
being made and by experiments and 
otherwise ascertvin the advantages of 
such improvements. On this point I am 
glad to be able to say that the Depart- 
ment has received a letter from the Great 
Western Railway Company in which the 


directors have already ordered that a 
new and exhaustive series of experiments 
as to the efficiency of the brake power 
upon their trains shall be arranged in the 
coming spring.” 


WAR LOAN 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 


SUPPLEMENTAL (No. 2) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ -( dr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I need hardly say that 
I do not rise to oppose the Second. 
Reading of this Bill. Bills of this kind 
have now become a matter of course. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer gave us very little infor- 
mation. We assume that from time to 
time, at intervals of a few weeks or 
months, there will be a Supplementary 
Estimate and that money will be bor- 


‘rowed. Wecannot help ourselves in this 
situation. If I may borrow an old saving 


‘House have to give. I 


was little more than 200 yards from the 


—needs must when war drives. There is 
no option when you cry havock and iet 
loose the dogs of war ; we have no control. 
When blood continues to flow, treasure 
continues to be poured out, and therefore 
whatever money is asked for the 
am bound to 
say that the announcement that has 
been made in this session has, in spite 
of the contradiction that has been given 
to that statement, caused great discourage- 
ment and a good deal of disappointment 


in the public mind as. well as in 
the House of Commons. I see the 
Member for the LEcelesall Division 
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of Sheffield shaking his head. Well, 
he is never discouraged and he is 
never disappointed. If the proposal had 
been for £100,000,000 he would have 
given it with equal cheerfulness. An 
Estimate generally is supposed to be a 
thing which is adequate to the purpose for 
which it is proposed, but the proper title 
of this Vote would be a Vote on Account 
—a Vote on account of a war which has 
not been brought to a conclusion. It is 
a war not only which is not concluded, 
but of which the Secretary of State says 
that he has no idea when it will be con- 
eluded. There is asupplementary guerilla 
war. I say that this state of things has 
caused discouragement and caused disap- 
pointment. There is no doubt that in this 
country there are thousands of families 
which were expecting this Christmas that 
at least the Imperial Yeomanry, the 
Militia, and the Volunteers would return. 
But we are told that they certainly will 
not, as far as the Government know, return 
before March, and it is very uncertain 
whether they will return even then. 
Therefore we have ceased to have any 
estimate given us with reference to the 
cost of the war. Last July 1 complained 
of the difficulty in understanding the 
Treasury document. I have found the 
same difficulty again. We have had a 
document laid upon the Table with refe- 
rence to this Supplementary Estimate. 
It has no relation to the cost of the 
war at all. It only relates to the money 
that has been voted or is to be voted 
for this financial year, without any ap- 
plication to the cost of the war. I re- 
quested the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
last year to give us an intelligible docu- 
ment on the subject, which he was kind 
enough to do, and then on August 3 last 
we did have a paper which professed to 
give the cost of the war, which then 
amounted to £69,000,000. We have no 
paper to show what is the cost of the war 
now. The war in China and other items 
which do not appertain to the war in 
Africa are included. I hope we shall 
have a paper which will let us know 
what the idea of the Government 
is as to the cost up to the 
end of the present financial year, of 
the war in South Africa alone. Under 
the circumstances I wish to point out 
that this Estimate differs in principle 
altogether from that given to us in July 
last. This is in fact what may be called 
a carrying-over 
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a winding up Estimate, like the 
Estimate of last July. At last 
we have got a_ pretty frank declara- 
tion of the present condition of things. 
We had a frank declaration in this House- 
from the Secretary of State for War, 
who, in a manner not too cheerful, has 
described the present condition of things 
and the future prospects. We also have 
had a frank declaration from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, not in this House, 
but at one of those banquets which annu- 
ally recur at Bristul, where he informed 
his constituents that they were not to 
expect any diminution of taxation, but 
probably higher taxation. Those are 
very striking statements, and, as_ has 
already been observed, the Government 
are to be congratulated that these state- 
ments were made after and not before the 
elections. It was fortunate for them that 
they found themselves in the condition— 
under the necessity, as they said—of hur- 
rying on the elections before it was 
necessary to make admissions of that 
character, and we have nothing to com- 
plain of as regards the frankness of their 
present declarations. Now we are going 
to vote £16,000,000. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ BEAcu, 
3ristol, W.): This is a Bill to borrow 
£11,000,000. 


*Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Estimates are for £16,000,000, and 
we are going to borrow £11,000,000! I 
remember the time when a demand on 
the House of Commons to borrow 
£11,000,000 was considered a matter of 
some importance, but now we think 
nothing of it at all. We borrow 
£11,000,000 one month and a month or 
two afterwards we borrow another 
£11,000,000, and nobody thinks anything 
about it at all. I presume it will not be 
many weeks or months before we borrow 
another odd sum of £11,000,000, for 
eleven million pounds seems to be a 
favourite sum of the Government ; they 
asked for £11,000,000 in July and 
August, and they ask for £11,000,000: 
now. I confess [ possessed my soul in 
patience—moderate patience—-because I 
relied upon the assurance that was given 
us last July by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. I know that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is a man of firm character 
and of very direct and reliable mind. I 
would just like to read in order that I 
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may again put on record what that 
assurance was, because it was a very im- 
portant one, and I am very glad, if the 
right hon. Gentleman will allow me to say 
so, that he is in his place to fulfil it. I 
had not regarded him as a sanguine man, 
and, theretore, I was surprised when he 
said he expected the war to be over in 
September. [ do not know whether he 
expects the war will be over in March 
next, or whether he has completed 
his studies in guerilla warfare, and is 
now competent to give the period 
when the war will be absolutely over. 
The fact is that the Government in this 
matter are like favourite actors—they 
want the beneficence of the House of 
Commons. They advertise a benefit “posi- 
tively for the last time,” but the last time 


does not arrive, and they appear again | 


for another benefit. However, the assur- 
ance of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gave me great satisfaction. The right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

“TI do not propose to ask for any per- 

manent borrowing powers. We should, as far 
as possible, earmark our borrowing for the 
war as temporary borrowing, and it should, 
automatically almost, point out to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, whether [ occupy the 
post or anybody else, that it is his duty at the 
earliest possible time to make provision for 
the redemption of the loan, The mode in 
which that provision is made must form part 
of the financial statement after the war is 
over, and when we can see how much we can 
secure from the Transvaal.” 
Therefore the right hon. Gentleman 
has undertaken that the next Budget 
shall provide for the redemption of the 
loan, 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Unless, in 
accordance with the supposition of the 
right hon, Gentleman, the war goes on 


rer, 
longe r, 


“Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 
making no supposition at all, and it will 
be interesting to hear what your estimate 
will be as to the war being over. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer promised 
that if the war was over by September 


the next Budget would provide for the | 


redemption of the debt. That is a very 
important statement, and I desire to re- 
call it, and I ask the indulgence of the 
House to call attention to it. Last night 
he repeated the statement as to getting a 
part of the cost of the war from the 
Transvaal in equally emphatic terms. He 
said that he himself, and the Colonial 


Secretary, and all his colleagues would | 


Sir Villiam Harcourt. 
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redeem the expectation he had held out 
to the House of Commons and_ the 


| country that a considerable portion of the 


cost of the war should be obtained from 
the wealth of the Transvaal. That is a 
most important statement which we, as 
the representatives of the taxpayers of 
England, ought to examine. I can con- 
fidently say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the Colonial Secretary, and all 
his colleagues will have the strenuous 
support of both sides of the House of 
Commons in their endeavours. The 
Colonial Secretary misinterpreted me 
when I cheered him the other night, for 
he thought I was differing from him ; but 
on the contrary I was applauding 
him. Now I should like to see what 
are the resources of the Transvaal from 
which the burden laid on the English tax- 
payer is to be relieved There is a notion 
that there is going to be, under the 
British administration of the new colonies, 
a surplus available for payment of part of 
the cost of the war. That is to say, the 
revenue will be more or the expenditure 
will be less; or that at all events there 
will be moneys in hand from that adminis- 
tration which will be available for the 
payment of part of the cost of the war. 
The right hon. Gentleman knows that I 
have always been sceptical on this subject, 
not because I did not wish the thing 
should be done, but because I did not see 
how it could be done; and | should like 
very much to invite the right hon. Gentle- 
man to-night to give us alittle more light 
upon the point. I will endeavour to lay 
before the House the reasons why | think 
such an explanation is necessary, and why 
I think the accomplishment of that pledge 
will not be easy. You have to consider 
first of all the revenue, and then the 
expenditure. Where is your revenue to 
come from in the new English colonies ? 
What is the present condition of the 
colonies which you have added to 
your Empire? The land is deva- 
stated and the people are ruined ; 
you cannot get revenue out of them. 
When the Boers return from St. Helena 
you will not be able to raise revenue from 
them, because they possess nothing. 
What you will have to do then is not to 
collect money from them, but to support 
them. The other night the Colonial 
Secretary uttered the terrible word 
famine. This war is to be succeeded by 
famine. That is not a favourable con- 
dition for the collection of revenue. 
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The hon. Member for the Ecclesall Division | 
said, “Oh, as soon as you have got the) 
railways you can get as much _ food 
as you like into the country.” Who 
is going to pay for it? It is quite 
obvious that in the first instance you will 
have to pay for it. You cannot get your 
revenue at once, and you must either feed 
these people or exterminate them. That 
is the situation in which you stand in 
relation to the country which you have 
conquered. Then there remain only 
the capitalists ard the Uitlanders. 
They, I suppose, are to return to 


Johannesburg and the Rand; they are 
o ) e 


the gold-mining population, and are the 
sole taxable source of wealth in that dis- 
trict. What else is there? I will ask 
the indulgence of the House while I call 
attention to a proposal made by Mr. 
Rhodes and his allies that the natives 
should be taxed. That is so serious a matter 
that it ought to receive the attention of 
the House, because if we are going to add to 
famine an insurrection of the natives that 
will not be an additional encouragement in 
the situation in which we find ourselves. 
But [ ask the attention of the House to 
the expectation of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that he is going to derive a 
considerable revenue towards the cost of 
the war from the wealth of the Transvaal. 
They are the only resources from which 
you can expect revenue ; and let us now 
examine what is the probability of 
obtaining a revenue from them. How will 
you get it, and how much will you get ? 
What is the assistance the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is likely to receive from 
the proprietors of that wealth 1 Of course, 
I need not say that these men, who have 
amassed incredible fortunes under the 
tyranny of President Kruger, are loya- 
lists of the first water, that their patriotism 
is beyond suspicion, that they ere Impe- 
rialists of the highest class, and you would 
suppose that they were ready to pour 
their gifts of gold and diamonds into the 
public exchequer. I have endeavoured 
to ascertain what is their disposition in 
this respect. I desire to assist in this 
matter the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as much as I can. He expressed, and 
properly expressed, his gratitude to my 
right hon. friend the Member for the | 
Forest of Dean for the valuable informa- | 
tion he gave to the House on the subject | 
of the assets of the Transvaal. What I | 
would ask him to inquire into now is not | 
the capital assets, which may be difficult | 
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or easy to realise—I do not know—but 
into the annual income for the administra- 
tion of our new colonies. Now what is 
the attitude taken up with reference to 
these matters by the persons who have 
the control of this wealth of the Trans- 
vaal? There is a gentleman, I believe of 
very high authority in this matter—Mr. 
Robinson—who is chairman of the South 
African Banking Company, who have an 
interest in the control of a great number 
of these gold properties in the Transvaal. 
I believe no one is better informed of the 
condition of things than Mr. Robinson. 
I remember that in that admirable poem 
of Mr. Lowell’s in the “ Biglow Papers ” 
there was a gentleman of the same name, 
and when somebody propounded to him 
the example of the Apostles as worthy 
to be followed, the verse goes on— 
“J.B. 
Robinson, he 
Sez they didn’t know everythin’ down in 
Judee.” 

Our Mr. Robinson, I am certain, knows 
everything about the “Judee” in the 
Rand, and no man is more competent to 
express an opinion on this subject. Now, 
the other day he made a speech to his 
company on the subject of their dividends 
which they did not get. He made a long 
speech, which was called by an enthusi- 
astic admirer a State paper. He began, 
of course, by assuring them of their great 
wealth, their great resources, their accu- 
mulated funds, ete. He said the profits 
of the company and the dividends of the 
shareholders would enormously increase, 
and he said that he had always stated 
that the ‘Transvaal Boers would not 
destroy the mines. That is quite true 
You have destroyed their farms, but they 
have not destroyed your mines. There- 
fore, although the wealth of the agricul- 
turists is toa great degree destroyed— 
their farms gone, their stock taken—at 
all events, the wealth of the Transvaal 
remains in the hands of those gentlemen 
with undamaged mines. Now I come to 
what Mr. Robinson says as to their dis- 
position to contribute towards the cost of 
the war. He says— 

“Tt has been argued that the Government 
will put a tax upon gold, or that it will tax 
the mines. I do not believe it. We know 
that under the régime of the late Transvaal 
Government very many mines were shut down 
because they could not be made to pay under 
the taxation that then existed. It is argued 
in the press that it is the intention of the 
British Government ’’— 
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well, it is not argued in the press, it is | Robinson state they ought not to pay ? 


stated here by the Government— 


**to impose taxation in the Transvaal for the 
purpose of reimbursing the Exchequer for the 
outlay and expenditure which has been 
incurred in connection with the war. I do 
not for one moment believe that the Im- 
perial Government will commit so suicidal an 
action. If they were to do so they would find 
that, instead of obtaining from the country 
the expense incurred in connection with the 
war, they would simply plunge the whole 
country into misery, retard its development, 
and at the same time stir up a feeling of re- 
sentment and animosity which would prove a 
great danger to Imperial interests.” 
That is the menace addressed to the 
Government by these Imperialist 
patriots, who represent the wealth of the 
Transvaal— 
“In fact, I may say that a policy of this kind 
would exercise a most baneful influence not 
only in the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony, but in every other South African 
colony.” 
These gold gentleman are not confined to 
the Transvaal. They exist in Cape 
Colony and Natal, and this is what you 
are to expect if you attempt to collect 
revenue from them. It appears there are 
some gentlemen in the gold interest who 
have suggested that they might con- 
tribute something—not what might be 
asked of them, but what they thought fit 
—but Mr. Robinson will not have it at 
all. He says 

‘You would create a discontented population 
who would be a menace to the whole position 
of affairs in the country, who would endanger 
Imperial interests and paralyse the state of 
things throughout the whole of South Africa 
and force the British Government into a very 
false position.” 


That is the account that he gives of their 


views of what their conduct in the Rand | 


should be towards the new Government 
you are going to set up. I beg pardon 


for occupying the time of the House with | 
these extracts, but it is very necessary | 


for the country to know what is the 
attitude of the future wealth of the 
Transvaal towards this expectation, which 


was held out before the election, that the | 


taxpayer of this country was not to bear 
the whole of this burden, and that there 
were means for his relief. I am quite 
sure that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
held out that expectation in good faith. I 
do not doubt that for amoment, but it is 
one of those miscalculations, one of those 


delusions, with which the country has | ) 
Well, why does Mr. that they should go on paying for their: 


been amused. 
Sir William Harcourt. 


He says— 

‘Great Britain cannot expect to acquire a 

property so enormous in size, possessing such 
rich lands, &c., as well as the future develop- 
ments that will follow, for a paltry sum of 
£60,000,000, and then turn round and tell the 
inhabitants of these countries that they will 
have to pay the £60,000,000 or a portion of it 
to enable her to acquire these valuable posses- 
sions. They are of very great value. ‘To tax 
the mines or impose any burden of debt on the 
newly-acquired States for the purpose of pay- 
ing a portion of that £60,000,000 or £70,000,000 
would, in my opinion, be perpetrating a very 
great injustice upon the whole population of 
South Africa. The taxation that was 
in existence up to the time of the war will 
have to be reduced, and reduced very con- 
siderably.” 
Their view is that you have ac juired 
these countries in order to get a very good 
thing for yourselves, and, having gota very 
good thing for yourselves, they say that 
£60,000,000 or £70,000,000 is a trifle 
which nobody ought to be expected to 
consider, and to which they ought not to 
be expected to contribute. They are to 
pay no portion of it, and no burden of 
taxation is to be placed on them for the 
cost of the war. He adds— 

“T need scarcely say, as you are all, no 
doubt, aware of it, that there are indications 
that matters are trending in that direction.’ 
Yes, Sir. What are those indications ? 
The declaration of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the declaration of the 
Secretary for the Colonies. Mr. Robin- 
son goes on— 

“ And unless the Imperial Government uses 
that discretion which is so essentially neces- 
sary in the government of a country like 
South Africa it will indeed shake to its very 
foundations the Imperial dream which all 
lovers of freedom, justice, and progress 80 
much admire.” 


There are some people who are to ‘ Pay, 


pay, pay,” and there are others who are 
not to “Pay, pay, pay” out of the 
wealth of the Transvaal. Mr. Robinson 
proceeds— 

“T must frankly admit that there are 
scintillations in the air at the present time 
which indicate further manwuvring in that 
direction.” 


Scintillations in the air! The declara- 


| tions of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


and of the Colonial Secretary. Those are 
the scintillations in the air which he ex- 
presses his determination to defeat. Well, 
Sir, he goes on to declare that what they 
desire and have a right to expect is not 
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privileges, for their gold, what they have 
hitherto been paying, and under which they | 
had done so well and accumulated their 


fabulous wealth, but that their payments 


should be greatly diminished. Everybody 
knows that the taxation under President 
Kruger and the old Government in the | 
Transvaal was incomparably lighter than 
that imposed by Mr. Rhodes and the 
Chartered Company in Rhodesia. It 


anybody doubts that I would ask him to 


refer to the report of the meeting of the 
United Rhodesian Goldfields (Limited). 
The chairman at that meeting said that— 

“Tt was disconcerting to find that the vast 
majority of experienced miners and mining 
men who had been expelled from the Rand 
had preferred to waste their time in Cape 
Town and the ports rather than to try their 
luck in Rhodesia. This was due, he believed, 
to the severity of the conditions imposed by 
the Chartered Company on_ prospectors. 
Being one of the largest companies in 
Rhodesia, they were vitally interested in 
securing some relief from the intolerable con- 
exploring under- 
takings worked. If the country was 
to be worked on its merits fresh capital must 
he attracted by fair conditions being off-red.” 


Then he expresses the hope that one day 
he will get an alteration from Mr. 
Rhodes, and declares that unless an 
amendment is speedily made all 
hope of attracting fresh capital 
into Rhodesia will disappear. That 
is not very promising for your 
revenue if that is to be the policy pur 
sued. That is Mr. Robinson’s view of 
the contribution by the wealth of the 
Transvaal to the revenue. But there is 
another, and probably the greatest, gold 
combination ortrustin South Africa—that 
is the Consolidated Goldtields Company. 
They say they have a balance in hand of 
£1,750,000, a reserve of £1,000,000, and 
they boast of their enormous wealth and 
great resources. They have, of course, 
an ornamental lord as chairman. That is 
necessary in this country, but the sig- 
nificant point is that they have as 
directors Mr. Cecil Rhodes and Mr. 
Rochfort Maguire. Therefore we may 
suppose that when the chairman speaks 
he speaks with more authority than his 
own. They dictate the policy and pull 
the strings. Now let us see what this 
“golden diamond” policy is. Lord Har- | 
ris, as chairman, on the 27th October 
refers in his speech to a report by 
Mr. Hays Hammond, the engineer of | 
the company, and, I believe, the greatest | 
expert in South Africa, who in a/ 
previous report had stated that if by good» 


{13 DECEMBER 1900} 


Loan Bill. 724 


government 6s. a ton could be saved it 
would mean a profit to the Rand of 
£4,000,000 a year. That statement 
attracted the attention of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and _ he 
thought that perhaps the English 
taxpayer might have a fraction of 
that £4,000,000 a year which the 
Rand estimated would be their profit by 
this war. Yes; but those gentlemen 
saw that that was rather a roseate and 
dangerous statement on the part of their 
engineer, and as soon as it was known 
that any money might be diverted for 
the relief of the English taxpayer the 
chairman said it was necessary to correct 
that statement. He said it was a 
“clerical error”; that “it was an 
estimate ”—there is something charming 
in this—‘ made not by a politician, but 
by a mining engineer.” We know that 
estimates made by politicians and not 
mining engineers are estimates made to 
suit the period of elections, but the esti- 
mate I am now dealing with was made to 
suit the purposes of shareholders. But the 
remarkable thing is that the statement 
which it was thought necessary to correct 
in this case was made by a mining en- 
gineer of great eminence, and not by a 
politician. So it is necessary for politi- 
cians to correct this error, and they at 
once bring the estimate down to 
£2,000,000, so that there should be less 
to attack. Then the chairman goes on 
to say— 

** As to the burdens to be laid on the Rand, 
it was comforting to remember that they 
would not be settled by the officials in the 
Transvaal or even by the Colonial Office.” 

So that, according to this, the Secretary 
to the Colonies and the High Commis- 
sioner are to have nothing to do in a 
Crown Colony with the taxation that is 
to be put on the wealth of the Transvaal. 
He supposes that the final settlement will 
be Parliamentary, and he goes on to say— 

“The line that divided polities from 
economics in the affairs of the company was 
so thin that it was scarcely distinguishable.” 
Yes, Sir, we know that very well. We 
know well the line that divides the poli- 
ticians and the gold men at the Cape, and 
their economics. The latter control the 
politics of the Cape. The Consolidated 
Goldfields Company, however, represent 
the high-grade ore, and they are de- 
nounced by Mr. Robinson in his speech 
ior having intimated the possibility of 
contribution having to be made. ‘These 
weak-kneed men, he says, are actuated by 
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the most selfish motives ; they want to | 


shut up the low-grade ores and so secure 


all the labour, which may be scarce, for | 


themselves. That is the charitable view 
these gentlemen entertain of one another. 
What they want is cheap labour. One of 
the great complaints that they made 
aga’nst President Kruger was that he 
would not give them cheap labour by 
coercing the natives. That was one of 
the great complaints these men made, 
and the principal foundation, as far as 
they were concerned, of the agitation 
which was got up and which led to the 
war. What they think is that the British 
Government will do that for them when 
they establish their government in these 
colonies. There is a Mr. Kudd, who does 
not object to some payment by the mines, 
but he denied that the war was originated 
by the capitalists or on behalf of the 
mines, and afterwards remarked that, if 
the allegation were true, the nation owed 
them, or whoever caused the war, a deep 
debt of gratitude. But he said, the main 
thing is that we— 

“must get something out of the 10,000,000 
able-bodied natives in South Africa.” 

The chairman said— 

‘*the Government must take the lead in the 
collection, importation, and distribution of 
labour.” 

That is the great aim of the greatest 
gold combination in South Africa—to 


insist upon the British Government 
providing them with cheap labour, 


It is a great difficulty unquestionably, the 
question of labour. How are they going 
to procure it? As politicians, not as 
mining engineers, they have a scheme of 
their own. The Boers cannot pay, be- 
cause they have nothing to pay with ; the 
wealth of the Transvaal will not pay, but 


there remains another population, and the | 


people that are to pay are the black 
natives. 
policy. 
the directors’ report of the Consolidated 
Goldfields Company— 

“that the conditions of Jife amongst the native 
labourers under a British administration will 
be immensely improved in various ways, 
amongst others by the prohibition of drink ” 
—we have not succeeded in getting that 
prohibition in this country yet, but it will 


be observed that the object of these Rho- | 


desian gentlemen is not the improvement 


of the moral and social condition of the | 


natives, but it is to cheapen their labour— 
“by their protection on the route to and from 
Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


That is the “ golden diamond ” | 
It was anticipated, according to | 
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Johannesburg, by regulations as to the dura- 
tion of the service, and by other means. It 
may be expected that the mine labourer will, 
owing to these and other reforms, become a 
better and, therefore—apart from the rate of 
wage, which will no doubt settle itself as the 
Various ordinary forces which affect supply 
and demand come into play- a cheaper work- 
man.” 
Just let us see what is going to be 
done with these natives. Their wagex 
are to be run down by the importation of 
foreign labourers, which is to be under 
taken and carried through by the British 
Government, and then, when you have 
run down their wages, the British Govern- 
ment is to determine the period of their 
service. I know what the miners of 
Monmouth would say if it was proposed 
to improve their position and cheapen 
their labour by methods of this character. 
But these gentlemen are sanguine 

“It is to be hoped that, in return for the 
many advantages which the native races of 
British South Africa will now secure, the 
Government will take care that in some form 
or other those who have not hitherto been 
directly taxed shall now contribute to the 
expenses of the war.” 
The gold miners will not contribute, the 
Boers cannot contribute, but the natives 
shall “contribute to the expenses of the 
war,” and also “become an industrious 
and useful portion of the population.” 
These are the people who are to contri- 
bute to the expenses of the war. If there 
is anything certain in the world it is that 
a policy of that kind, if the British Govern- 
ment were so insane as to adopt it, would 
produce a native insurrection as it did in 
Matabeleland under the Rhodesian régime. 
It may be asked, Who are these men that 
we should attend to what they say? I 
will tell you who these men are. They 
are the masters of South Africa. It is 
'recorded that Philip of Macedon said 
that wherever you could drive a mule 
laden with gold into a city you could 
capture it. There are golden con- 
voys of this kind going all over South 
Africa, and I am not sure there are 
not convoys of that description in Lon- 
don ; and therefore we know perfectly 
well that these are the men who control 
the politics, who control the Government, 
of the Cape. They are the men who 
will be supreme in your Government and 
in your new colonies. These are the men 
on whom you are going to rely in your 
new colonies. Who else is there in the 
| population on whom you can rely? 


{These are the men who have tarnished 


| your reputation all over the world, who 
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have destroyed the reputation to a great 
degree of South Africa, and if you allow 
them to prevail they will ruin your new 
colonies. It is, therefore, of the last 
importance that you should know what 
are their intentions and what is their 
policy. I would say to the right hon. 
Gentleman that if you want to obtain 
anything, as you have pledged yourselves 
to obtain it, for the British taxpayer out 
of the enormous expenditure of this 
war, you must be prepared to face 
the ‘“Kaffir Circus.” If you face 
them in South Africa you will have to 
face them here, and it will require all the 
courage which I know is possessed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and by the 
Colonial Secretary, and it will require all 
the integrity of Parliament to deal with 
this matter. You will receive the most 
obstinate resistance and you will receive 
a refusal to grant a single farthing. The 
demand is made that the taxation of 
South Africa shall not be greater, but 
less ; and, therefore, what is the hope for 
your revenue? The hope for your 
revenue, I must say, seems to me ex- 
tremely ambiguous, and that it will be 
equal to the revenue which has been 
hitherto levied in South Africa I believe 
to be impossible, owing to the country 
being so impoverished that the means 
would not beavailable. I will speak very 
briefly on the subject of expenditure. Is 
your expenditure going to be less? You 
have been told that when the British 
Government comes the expenditure 
would not be half what it was before. 
The British Government is a very good 
Government, but it has never been a 
cheap Government, and it will never 
be. There are charges coming upon you 
that never came on the late Government 
in the Transvaal. We have heard a 
great deal of the moneys spent by 
President Kruger on armaments and 
other things, but they do not amount to 
a great sum, certainly not a million 
a year. The annual expenditure of the 
Transvaal was four millions at the highest 
estimate it reached, and the expenditure 
of the Free State was about a million, or 
five millions in all. Yes, Sir, but you are 
going to enter on a hostile country. 
You are going to have what was un- 
necessary before, a permanent army of 
occupation—an army of occupation, I am 
sorry to say, which has to be contem- 
plated not only with reference to the 
Transvaal and the Free State, but with 
reference to the disaffected in Cape 
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Colony. I have asked questions about 
this new police force that is to be raised, 
a very proper force, but a most expensive 
force never raised before. I remember 
in the old days we always thought that 
for the British Army you took £100 a 
man. We were told yesterday that the 
estimate for these men is £250 each. 
That, I believe, is without any considera- 
tion for the barracks, and so on, that 
will have to be made for them. These 
are to be mounted men. I was rather 
curious to know how many men had 
applied in South Africa and how many 
men in England. In England, where the 
men do not know what South Africa is, 
10,000 men applied, but in South Africa, 
where the conditions are known, there 
were 500 applications. It was expected 
to raise, with the aid of the Imperial 
Yeomanry and the Volunteers, a force of 
15,000 men, but I think that any hopes 
of getting the Imperial Yeomanry and 
the Volunteers to undertake this job are 
dispelled. The Imperial Yeomanry and 
the Volunteers want to come home and 
not to remainthere. That seems to bea 
very general sentiment. I am glad to 
see my hon. and learned friend opposite 
(Mr. A. Lyttelton), who has just been out, 
has not enlisted in this force. But it is 
all nonsense to talk about policing this 
country with 10,000 men. These men 
cannot be quartered alone in the condition 
in which the country will be when the war 
isover. You must have them in groups, 
and ina country as big as Spain, Cuba, and 
the Philippines, as the Secretary for War 
told us the other day, 10,000 men would 
not be visible at all. In the midst of a 
hostile population mounted men are 
needed, and the conditions require that 
there should be a certain number of them 
grouped together to protect one another. 
Thus, the 15,000 men originally contem- 
plated was none too great, but what will 
they cost? They will cost four millions, 
and the 10,000 spoken of will cost, at 
3250 each, two and a half millions. This 


single item alone will amount to the 


whole cost of President Kruger’s Govern- 
ment. What becomes of your surplus ? 
We have been told that the wealth of the 
Transvaal is going to pay for them. They 
are also, I take for granted, going to pay, 
as the Indian people pay, for the 30,000 
men we propose to have as an army of 
occupation. Besides that you have all 
the civil administration, which, it was 
said, in the time of President Kruger 
was much below the mark. 
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not do much for education or public 
~works, and there are demands made here 
for the Government to do a great deal for 
the water supply, which is so deficient in 
that country, and for other things. With 
‘your army of occupation, and when you 
have paid three or four millions for this 
police, where is your surplus? I have 
not any elements to make even such esti- 
mates as the Government make, but I 
have made a guess, and so far from their 
being a less cost of administration it will 
not be far from double that of the late 
Government in the Transvaal. If that is 
so, where is the money to come from? 
The right hon. Gentleman had_ indi- 
cated his wish to velieve the British 
taxpayer. I have no doubt the 
right hon. Gentleman is very anxious 
and willing to relieve him, but I am 
sceptical the more I hear about it as to 
the existence of any fund from which he 
can do it. We hope that the Govern- 
ment have entered upon a new policy of 
conciliation. We hope that you are going 
to instal a Government in the Transvaal 
which shall be a Government of recon- 
ciliation—felix fuustumque sit. All I can 
say is that the appearances before the 
country are not encouraging, but it will 
depend altogether on the character of the 
Government you so establish—I mean 
the character of the Government as it 
relates to the Dutch population in that 
country. Upon the character of that 
(Jovernment will depend the future dis- 
position of the Dutch race, not in the 
colonies alone, but in the whole of South 
Africa, in the Cape Colony as well 
these new territories. I was 
reading the other day a __ book 
of vreat knowledge’ written by 
another Robinson—Sir John Robinson, 
the first Premier of Natal—who knows 
the whole subject as well as any 
man in this House knows it, and I com- 
mend his views to the consideration of 
those have not read the book. Sir John 
Robinson says first of all—and it is the 
material fact we have to deal with— 

“Tf the whole European population of South 
Afriea be counted together the Dutch race is 
munerically preponderant.” 

‘Therefore your policy is going to affect 
the preponderant white race of South 
Africa; and this is the advice which he 


as in 





gives you :— 

“We must give the Afrikander a Govern- 
ment which he not only fears and obeys, but 
loves, trusts, cherishes, and is proud of; a 

‘Government which represents to him no 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


| many 
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sense of grievance or deprivation ; a Govern- 
ment which is large enough and free enough 
to satisfy his national and patriotic aspirations 
and yet strong enough to make its authority 
felt.” 

Even the other Robinson saw the neces- 
sity for this, because in the speech to 
which I have referred he recommended 
that Generals De Wet and Botha should 
be put on the Executive Council. I 
do not know that the Colonial Secretary 
got quite so far as that. But are you 
going to establish in these new colonies 
an administration of reconciliation ? Are 
you going to establish a Government 
which the Afrikander may trust and love 
and cherish? Are you going to have 
a Government which represents to 
him no sense of grievance or depriva- 


tion; which is bound up with none 
of the bitter associations of this 
horrible war? If so, you may have a 


peace which deserves the name. But if 
your administration, in its personality 
and character, represents to the 
Afrikanders nothing but the right of 
conquest and the hateful memories of the 
past, the insatiate greed of the gamblers 
for gold, and the poisonous spirit of race 
ascendency, then the war may be over, 
but you will have achieved a victory 
without honour, and, though you will 
have conquered these colonies, you will 
have a peace which is no peace. 


*Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): If with all humility I rise 
to address the House, I do so for 
the reason that during the last ten 
years I have travelled through all the 
countries in South Africa from the 
Zambesi to the Cape. I have been down 
of the mines on the western, 
eastern, and central Rand, and I have 
also inspected several of the goldfields of 
South Africa. I claim, therefore, to 
know something of the character and the 
conditions of gold-mining in South Africa. 
I must ask the indulgence of the House 
for three reasons: first, as a new Member 
speaking in this assembly for the first 
time ; secondly, for the reason that I feel 
my utter incompetency to do justice to 
the cause on which I am speaking; and 
thirdly, because I wish to say at once 
that I have been a shareholder for the last 
ten years in the Witwatersrand mines. 
As soon, however, as I was adopted by the 
central council of Mansfield, | wired to my 
broker instructing him to sell every Trans- 
vaal share that I had. I am sorry to say 





73 
thé 


in 
to 
thr 
to t 
wit 
gol 
ot | 
mel 
goil 
Ins] 
spe 
crit 
righ 
We 
enti 
put 
sent 
refe: 
Sout 
am 
} eco; 
woul 
revol 
dere 
not € 
by t 
Tran 
for g 
taker 
eult ¢ 
the h 
of Sit 
but h 
of the 
the le 
word 
the w 
worke 
but it 
riches 
speak 
point 
tlemar 
am a: 
going 
prospe 
mated. 


SIR 
1s not 1 
wealth 


*Mr. 
dulgen 
some 0 
right 
time in 
mining 
manufa 
must re 


VOL. 


Il 


e, 
se 


on 
he 
he 
m 


ve 
of 
to 
he 
3a. 
ise 
per 
rst 
eel 
to 
und 
nce 
last 
1es, 
the 
my 
wns- 
say 





731 Supplemental War {13 DECEMBER 1900} Lean Bill. 732 


that as I held a very considerable interest | lutely distinct from all other mining that 
in one or two mines, I have not been able | has ever been known in the worid. The 
to get that instruction entirely carried | right hon. Gentleman stated that gold 
through. I think I owe this explanation was the only source from which taxation 
to the House. I have never been connected | could be obtained, but I will venture to 
with the flotation or promotion of any show the House that there are many 
gold mines, or associated with any group | other resources, without touching the 
of capitalists. What I have done is gold question at all, which are valuable 
merely to have invested my money after | assets in the Transvaal. The right hon. 
going down the mines and making an | Gentleman said that the right hon. 
inspection of them. It is with deep re-| Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean 
spect and humility that I venture to | had shown no annual income. It is true 
criticise the remarks just made by the | the right hon. Baronet was unable to do 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | that at present, but although, I believe, 
West Monmouthshire. In many ways I | he has not been in the country, he knows 
entirely dissent from the views he has | where the taxation and the riches of the 
put before the House, but Ido not dis-| Transvaal come from even better than 
sent from one word that he has said with I do. It would not be right for 
reference to the conduct of the men in me as a new Member, I should be pre- 
South Africa connected with the Raid. I suming on the time of the House, to 
am one who for the last ten years has | show whence this income could be ob- 
recognised that either President Kruger | tained. [Cries of “Go on.”] If the 
would have to grant reforms, or war or| House wishes it I will deal with that 
revolution would occur. The Raid ren-| point, but I rise in a very difficult posi- 
dered war inevitable, because you could | tion. I should have liked to, and if I 
not expect that the distrust engendered | were not a new Member I would, tell the 
by that capitalist attempt to seize the | House a good many things that have 
Transvaal would be removed, at any rate | gone on in South Africa, and which have 
for generations. But the Raid having | come under my own knowledge, but they 
taken place you had to face a most diffi- are questions of a highly controversial 
cult condition of affairs. I believe that | character. I will deal in the first place 
the honesty of purpose and the integrity | with a few remarks of the right hon. 
of Sir Alfred Milner are above suspicion, Gentleman the Member tor West Mon- 
but he was brought face to face with one mouthshire. The right hon. Gentleman 
of the most difficult tasks it has ever been | was very hard on Mr. Robinson. Mr. 
the lot of man to face. I agree with every | Robinson is a Boer who has lived in that 
word of the right hon. Gentleman as to | country all his life; he has never been 
the way in which the capitalists have associated with the De Beers group ; he 
worked up this agitation in South Africa, | was not associated with the Raid ; he was 
but it is only on the question of the aman who in South Africa always kept 
riches of the Transvaal that Iventure to himself to himself. Both sides of the 
speak to the House to-night, and on that | House, I think, will agree that where a 
point I differ from the right hon. Gen-| man makes money honestly, whether it 
tleman. It will probably be said that I) be one million jor ten millions, he 
ama young man, an enthusiast, who is ought not to be attacked merely on that 
going to tell the House that the future account, and it is very hard that Mr. 
prospects of the Transvaal are over-esti- | Robinson should be singled out for a 
mated, | special attack when he above all others 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 38 the only man that I know of who has 
is not my opinion; I only said that its | not mixed himself up with the Raid or 
wealth was difficult to get at. ithe large De Beers elements in South 
| Africa. The right hon. Gentleman said 

*Mr. MARKHAM: With the in- | that taxation in Rhodesia was much 
dulgence of the House I will deal with | higher than in the Transvaal. The 
some of the points put forward by the mining licence is higher, but, as 
right hon. Gentleman. For the first) a matter of fact, mining in Masho- 
time in the history of the world, gold- | naland, even on a_ small scale, 
mining has passed from a speculative to a can be carried out much more cheaply 
manufacturing industry. The House than in the Transvaal. The right hon. 
must recollect that Rand mining is abso- Gentleman is somewhat sceptical as to the 
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statement of Mr. Hammond. On refer-| panies are—Aurora West, Croesus, Gel- 
ring to my notebook I find that the ton-| denhuis Main, Langlaagte Star, New 
nage, according to the State Mining Niufied, Paarl Central, Roodepoort Gold, 
Engineer’s returns, was 7,861,089 tons. | West Rand Mines, and York Gold. There 
If I multiply that by 6s.—the saving per were only 6,000 stamps before the war, 
ton which Mr. Hammond estimated would but there is no reason why in a few 
be made by good government—it comes) years, if taxation is placed on a 
out approximately at £2,300,000. The proper basis, there should not be 
statement made by Mr. Hammond was, at least 15,000 stamps “dropping” on the 
therefore, correct. In 1897 what isknown | Central Rand alone. There are, in addi- 
as the Industrial Commission was ap-' tion, districts which are all highly 
pointed by the Boer Government. A | mineralised, and if taxation is placed on a 
great mass of figures was put before that direct and not on an indirect basis so as 
body to prove that the mines could not to enable the lower grade mines to be 
be worked at a profit. Ihave taken the worked at a profit, you will see a produc- 
liberty of summarising and having tabu- tion of gold in the Transvaal that will 
lated these remarkable figures. Before | astonish the civilised world. The wealth 
the outbreak of war there were 5,910 in that country—I do not wish to ex- 
stamps dropping on the Rand, and 68 com- aggerate—is untold. There is in Rand- 
panies producing. I have divided those | fontein 150 miles of reefs, the property of 
companies into three schedules: “A,” one gold mining company alone, but the 
those that were paying dividends; “ B,” | mines have not been able to be worked 
those that were working and would have ata profit where seven pennyweights to 
paid dividends if war had not broken out; the ton could not be obtained. There 
and “C,” those that were working at a are also immense deposits of coal in 
loss or at a very small profit. The sum- thiscountry. I have been down some of 
mary of these figures is somewhat remark- | these coal mines, and within five miles of 
able. The 42 mines which were paying the Rand there are immense seams of 
dividends had a nominal eapital of good steam coal, sixty feet thick. The 
£19,463,740, the average for each com- output in 1898 was 1,907,808 tons. But 
pany being £463,423. The market value we have in addition to coal, ironstone 
of these shares represents to each com- copper and diamonds. The ironstone 
pany an average value of £1,313,773, and contains a large percentage of metallic 
the amount of dividend distributed was iron and the copper has not been able to be 
£4,925,793. The average yield per stamp worked up to the present owing to the 
in July, 1899, was 79 ozs., and the divi- absence of railway facilities. Diamonds 
dend on the nominal capital was equal to | have been discovered in various districts, 
25 per cent., equal on the present market and their estimated value has been put 
value to a dividend of nearly 9 per cent., at fifty millions. In addition, it was 
the present market value of the £1 stated before the Industrial Commission, 
shares being £2 17s. These are the and also in the report of the Boer Govern- 
mines I have scheduled as Class A. ment, that at least £750,000 worth of 
In Class B, the average nominal value of | amalgam was stolen yearly in the Rand. 
the companies which have never paid a That surely can be saved to the mines. 
dividend was £482,736, and the average A duty of 24 per cent. on the total 
market capital—that is, watered capital, gold produced, held under mynpachts, 
most of which was never put into the was payable to the Government, but 
mines, and which in some cases consisted that law has never been enforced. I 
of shares issued at a high premium and _) have asked myself why, and I leave it to 
brought into the capital account—is the sense of the House to ascertain. Mr. 
£1,515,649 in these depressed times. Hays Hammond stated at a meeting of 
That is to say, every £1 of capital is | the Consolidated Goldfields at Johannes- 
worth on the market an average of burg in December, 1897—- 

£3 8s, 5d. In Class C, ee working at “We confidently believe that we shall be 
a loss or a very small ‘profit, the nominal | able to mine at depths of from 3,000 to 4,000 
capital of the nine companies was feet, at an expense not to exceed that at 
£2,162,625, and the market value is | present obtaining upon the outcrop com- 
£1,405,750. They are represented by | P8nes 

460 stamps, and every £1 of nominal | That was to be accomplished not by cheap 
capital is worth on an average on the labour, but by reduced indirect taxation. 
market 13s. The names of these com- At an extraordinary meeting of the Con- 
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solidated Gold Fields in May, 1897, Mr. | ments have been made in South Africa 
C. D. Rudd stated that Johannesburg as | which must react on the taxation which 
the centre of the Transvaal would yet see | this House will be able to obtain from 
the production of a thousand millions | the Transvaal, and which we will lose if 
sterling, and that with moderate reforms | these appointments are persisted in. 

the saving would be 7s. 6d. a ton. The} x APRA ER. 
House will therefore remember that | a 
there isa fair margin of profit to pay 
something towards the cost of this war. 
Mr. Eckstein at a meeting of the Rand 
Mines in Johannesburg in 1897 stated 


Any observations of 
the hon. Member showing that a certain 
class of appointments would increase or 
| decrease the revenue of the country would 
_be in order. I interrupted the hon. 


2 | Member to prevent him going into the 
that the cost of production would be re- | political aspects of the qu 3 ng 
duced 10s. a ton by moderate reforms. 
That, Sir, I think, is an undoubted fact,|) *Mr. MARKHAM: That is entirely 
or again according to the Mine Managers’ | my view, Mr. Speaker. I wish to show 
Return in 1897 30 per cent. of the labour | that these appointments have been made 
was incapacitated owing to drunkenness, | in the capitalist interest, and not for the 
and for the past five or six years the | benefit of South Africa. Mr. Samuel 
greater proportion of the natives have Evans, the gentleman appointed Civil 
been in a perpetual state of drunkenness.'| Commissioner of Johannesburg, is a 
Let us look at Rhodesia and give Mr.| member of the firm of Eckstein, a direc- 
Rhodes the credit that is due to. tor of the Liquor Concession Company, a 
him. I have never seen, even. director of the company owning the South 
in the most remote parts of Rho- African Mining Journal, and a director of 
desia, any liquor sold to natives. the Star. Mr. Van Hulsteyn, who has 
I know it is not a very popular statement been appointed legal adviser to the Field 
to make, but it is only just to say that Marshal, is solicitor to Ecksteins. Mr. 
the natives, not only in the Transvaal, , Emery Evans, who has been appointed 
but in Cape Colony, are a very secondary Controller of the Treasury, that is 
consideration, the profits of the Boer, Minister of Finance, is a director of 
farmers being the first. I would wish several mining companies, and has an 
also to ask the Chancellor of .the Ex- appointment in the East Rand Debenture, 
chequer if he is aware that where large with which Mr. Eckstein and Mr. Farrar 
blocks of shares are dealt with in London were connected. Mr. J. A. Hamilton, 
they are sent out to Johannesburg, where who has been appointed financial adviser 
they can be registered for sixpence, to the military governor, is interested in 
thereby evading the duty that would be concessions granted by the Transvaal 
payable in this country. That is very Government. He has the right of in- 
largely done, and the revenue may lose  specting the books of all the banks in the 
as much as £1,000 in a single transaction. Transvaal, regarding which, I believe, 
I hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer a protest has been sent to the 
will take means to prevent that in future.| Government by the Standard Bank 
Now I come to what is, after all, the and the Bank of South Africa. 
most serious matter I wish to mention. Mr. Wyberg, who has been appeinted 
I wish to prove to the House that every Minister of Mines, was an employee of 
appointment of any value in the Trans- | Beit, Rhodes, and Co., in the Consolidated 
vaal has been given to men who were Gold Fields, and he was president in 1898 
directly connected with the Raid. of the een age of po 
e sit a : ? : African League. Mr. George Farrar 
“Mr. SPEAKER: I think discussion with his attorney, Mr. Solomon, solicitor 
of that sort would not be in order. The to the Consolidated Gold Fields, in which, 
hon. Member has been speaking of the again, the Beit interest prevailed, had 
assets of the Transvaal ; he is now going | heen sent to investigate alleged rebel 
into the question as to the manner in| ¢4ce. a man who has been convicted of 
which certain appointments have been | 


ee | high treason. Mr. E. Fraser, the late 
distributed, and that would not be) British Agent in Pretoria, who has been 
relevant. - y 


appointed to Goertz, as their Johannes- 

*Mr. MARKHAM: 1 do not know burg representative, has no knowledge of 

whether I have made myself clear to you, the industry. Mr. Monypenny has an 
Mr. Speaker, but what I wish to show, if | appointment in Johannesburg, and he is, 
I am in order, is that financial appoint- : as the House knows, the representative of 


2G2 
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Messrs. Beit and Barnato, who hold a| 
majority of the shares not only in the 
Star, but in every othe: financial paper | 
except one in South Africa. I do not | 
know what the appointment of Mr. | 
Monypenny is, but what I do know is | 
that he is acting in a position of trust on 
behalf of the Government in Johannes- 
burg. Mr. Goldman, a director of forty- | 
three companies, and, I believe, the re- | 
presentative of The Times—though I am 
not sure on this point—has also, I think, | 
an appointment. Mr. Loveday, who is 
one of the members of the Transvaal 
Concessions Committee, is a director of 
companies holding concessions, and is co- 
director with Mr. Eckstein. 

Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington) : I think I ought to inter- 
vene here. I do not know from whom | 
the hon. Member obtained his informa- 
tion, but my own information comes from 
Mr. Loveday himself. I had the honour 
to have Mr. Loveday as a colleague on 
the Concessions Committee, and my in- 
formation is to the effect that he is a 
director of the Electric Lighting Com- 
pany only, and that company is not a 
monopoly. 

*Mr. MARKHAM: I have not the} 
honour of knowing the hon. Member who | 
has just spoken, but he will, perhaps, 
excuse me if I say that Mr. FitzPatrick, 
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the author of “The Transvaal from | 
Within,” is a director of four companies 
holding direct concessions from the | 
Transvaal. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I was referring 
simply to Mr. Loveday. 

*Mr. MARKHAM: I will come to Mr. 
Loveday presently. Mr. FitzPatrick was | 
a director of the Cement Concession, 
which the Chamber of Commerce, in their | 
protest to the Government in 1897, said 
was “a parasite on the industry.” This | 
is the gentleman who wrote ‘The Trans- | 
vaal from Within.” He was alsoa director | 
of the Pretoria Lighting Company, which | 
holds a concession from the Government, | 
and Mr. Loveday was associated with | 
him then—I do not say now, since these | 
gentlemen had got Government appoint- | 
ments. I do not know whether the hon. | 

yentleman opposite knows that the | 
greatest number of concessions in South 


Africa is held by Mr. Eckstein in Swazi- | 
land. 

Mr. LYTTELTON : I was not making| 
any statement with reference to the hon. | 


Mr. Markham. 
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Member’s general argument. I simply 
ventured to say, on behalf of a colleague 
for whom I have the greatest possible 
respect, Mr. Loveday, that the statement 
that he was interested—— 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): On a point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to ask whether it is in 
order for an hon. Gentleman to interrupt 
in order to make an explanation of a 
matter which does not affect him per- 
sonally, and I wish to know whether the 
rule which applies to this side of the 
House does not apply to all of it ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no rule that 
an interruption should only be made in re- 
gardto an observation which affects an hon. 
Member personally. As I understand, 
the hon. Member for Warwick is making 
an explanation which the hon. Member 
in possession of the House has given him 
the opportunity of making. 

Mr. LYTTELTON : I hope I was not 


| treating the hon. Member with discour- 


tesy. What I was saying was that | 
should blame myself, as being a colleague 
of Mr. Loveday for four months, and 
having the greatest respect for him, if I 
allowed this statement of the hon. Mem- 
ber, no doubt made in good faith, that 
he was a director of companies which 
had concessions from the ‘Transvaal Go- 
vernment, to pass unchallenged, when | 
believe that statement to be incorrect. 
My information—I may be wrong—is 
that Mr. Loveday was a director of, I 


think it was, the Pretoria Electric Light- 


ing Company, that he resigned long before 
I was associated with him or before he 
undertook this investigation. Therefore, 
I must confess that any charge against 
him of this character seems to be wholly 
unfounded. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: These very minute 
details of the history of particular 
directors of companies seem to me to be 
getting rather far away from the subject 
of debate. 


*Mr. MARKHAM: The hon. Member 


opposite admits that Mr. Loveday was a 
member of a concessions company. 

Mr. LYTTELTON: No. I did not 
admit it. 

*Mr. MARKHAM: You admitted that 
he was a director of the Electric Lighting 
Company. 

Mr. LYTTELTON : That was not a 
concessionaire company. 
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*Mr. MARKHAM: I, too, have a very | happy incident in South Africa, should be 
high opinion of Mr. Loveday, whom I | appointed to such responsible positions ? 
believe to be a thoroughly honourable | Could such appointments possibly be in 
gentleman in every respect. But what Ij the public interest ? I must now thank 
say is that the Government have no right | the House for the generous and kind way 
to appoint men who have been connected in which they have listened tome. When 
with concessions in any way or shape. I|I rose to speak I had no intention of 
presume that in the Estimates laid on the | raising highly controversial disputes in 
Table of the House there is a charge | the few words which I have had the 
made for the conveyance of railway | honour of saying upon the first occasion 
material. I do not know whether it is | I have had of addressing the House, but 
in the knowledge of the House that | I have been placed by my friends sitting 
during the past few months a railway, | near me in the position of making a some- 
which will be paid for out of the) what antagonistic speech. I trust, 
Estimates laid on this Table, has been however, that hon. Members will believe 
made chiefly for the benefit of Wernher, that it was not with any wish to thrust 
Seit, and Co. myself forward that I ventured to bring 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's these matters before the House. 
observations do not relate to the Finance! *Mr. T. M. HEALY: The House has 
Bill. If there is in the Estimates an just listened to probably the most re- 
item that relates to the railway material, | markable and interesting speech we have 
the remarks of the hon. Member will be |) had this session, and delivered as it 
more in order on the Appropriation Bill. has been by a new Member, we are 
*Mr. MARKHAM: | take it, Sir, that | all the more grateful. What is also 
the money the House is now voting is for remarkable is that ~ wee delivered 
the railway in question 2 in the absence of the Colonial Secretary, 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The House is not and I think the House must wonder 
Aled ncgccsnne tna see at the absence during such a speech 
— vee eng It has voted the | oF the right hon. Gentleman when 
money, and that Vote will come before | ti, important question of concessions 
the House again upon the Appropriation _and shareholders is being discussed, and 
Bill, on which the remarks of the hon. | why he does not come into the House to 
Member may be in order. At present | aiq’the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
they are not. ' his arduous duty. I rise for the purpose 
*Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May | of congratulating the Chancellor of the 
I submit, Sir, that this loan must include Exchequer on the firm attitude he has 
some sum of money on account of the taken recently, in determining that the 
railway, and that, therefore, it is in) gold mines shall be saddled with the cost of 
order for the hon. Member to refer to the war. He is, of course, not popular in 
the subject? I submit that if we are | Ireland as Chancellorof the Exchequer,and 
raising a loan which includes this railway | it can hardly be expected, and indeed, since 
being made for the benefit of Wernher, | the new appointment of the Finaneial 
Beit and Co., it is in order to discuss | Secretary to aid him, they have been 


this question. called ‘the twin screws” of the Govern- 
. — . | a, a ’ ‘ 

*Mr. SPEAKER : I have already given | ment. I think the right hon, Gentle 
my ruling on that point. /man’s courage deserves recognition. His 


. : | decision in regard to the taxation of the 

* . ric | fo) 

ws gga og I: 1 — Ss | Transvaal has been a gradually advancing 

ae ‘— a Pay? ws e vege os | one, for when we pressed him last session 
mia gd e Movernment “Have he absolutely declined to say that he 

sanctioned these appointments, and | z 


iis ok aa: Sales at | would tax the mines. 

Cola Oikos. sageanes — by a| *Sin M. HICKS BEACH: I think the 
responsible gentleman holding a_ high | hon. Member does me an injustice. 
financial position in London, those) *Mr. T. M. HEALY: Towards the end 
appointments were persisted in, Was it | of last session I put a question to the 
in the interests of South Africa and of | right hon. Gentleman on the subject, and 
this country, which had to find the money, | got what I consider a very unsatisfactory 
that gentlemen who had been connected | answer. Perhaps most questioners are 
directly with concessions, and with what | of that opinion. Since then the Bill for 
has been the most unfortunate and un- ' British and Irish taxpayers has gradually 
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mounted up. The difficulty of the right {the name of the Orange Free State to 
hon. Gentleman with regard to the taxing | that of the Orange River Colony, I 
of the mines seems to be that Mr./| would suggest that the name of the 
Hawksley holds a number of letters from | Transvaal should be changed to “the 
a particular member of the Cabinet which |New Jerusalem.” I must complain in 
he frequently threatens to publish. reference to this question of their tax 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The|#ble capacity that we have entered 
hon. Gentleman will not be in order in | "PO" this debate without that BY me 
referring to the Hawksley letters. a the hon. and learned Mem- 
er for Leamington was sent out to 

*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: They have | make. I think that report would greatly 

nothing whatever to do with the matter. | have assisted us to a conclusion, because 
*Mr. T. M. HEALY: Not with the | We must remember that when the Trans- 

right hon. Gentleman, of course, and that vaal Government tried some years ago to 
is my point. ‘get some idea of the wealth of the 
*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Nor with COU"ttY these magnates then all declared 
hagas rena that they were blind, like the mendicants 
in the street, and that they were all 

*Mr. T. M. HEALY: We know that starving. The right hon. Gentleman 

the Chancellor of the Exchequer has been , sent out Sir David Barbour to investi- 
keepingup what De Wet would calla rear- | gate those assets, but I wish he had had 
guard fight with the Colonial Secretary associated with him the hon. Member 
on this question. I desire in every| for Mansfield. If the cost of this 
sense to respect the ruling of the war be laid upon the mine owners, at 
Chair, but I desire also to pay a least there will be some £15,000,000 
due compliment to the firmness of the which will be returnable to Ireland. We 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I will must get that money back, although I 
only say that I think this promise which am aware that we cannot get back the 
the right hon. Gentleman has made— | Dublin Fusiliers, for their bones will be 
I am sure against the wish of many | lying about Ladysmith. I believe that Sir 
of his colleagues—that this burden should | David Barbour was on the Irish Financial 
be thrown upon the mines, has been Relations Commission, and he did not 
received with a sense of gratitude in every agree with his colleagues. He is now 
part of the three kingdoms. It would | sitting to investigate the assets of the 
have been monstrous had it been other- | Transvaal, and I think the Irish people 
wise, because if we do not hesitate to have reason to complain that somebody 
throw burdens upon the ryots of India, from their country has not been associated 
why should we hesitate to tax the gold with him. What will happen? I do not 
bugs of the Transvaal? The right hon. know what Sir David Barbour’s African 
Gentleman has had great assistance from experience is, but we do know that every 
the Member for Mansfield to-night. He man he will examine will be an interested 
has not told us by what machinery and | party, whose business it will be to throw 
to what extent h¢ is going to inflict this dust into the eyes of the hon. Baronet. [| 
fleabite upon them. I think the Chan-' do not think you can hardly expect any- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to make a | one to make a fair estimate of the assets 
clean breast of it so that those persons who | of the Transvaal amid the crash of sabres 
are contemplating investing in concerns and the explosion of bombs. I would 
in the Transvaal will know exactly what like to make one other remark with 
they have to face, and the sooner this is | regard to this Bill. In the case of the 
done the better. I think it would be} former Bill the right hon. Gentleman 
better if the right hon. Gentleman would | floated a great portion of the loan in 
state at once that England, Ireland, and | America. That gave rise to a consider- 
Scotland will be totally relieved of the able number of complaints amongst that 
cost of this war. You have given them | interesting body of gentlemen who form 
the blood of 50,000 men, and _ that | the Stock Exchange fraternity in London. 
should be considered sufficient, without | It was only after the last Bill became an 
£100,000,000 expenses, and this should’ Act that the right hon. Gentleman, for 
be placed upon the mines ; whose patriotic | the first time, made this new departure of 
owners will, of course, cheerfully bear | floating these British bonds in America. 
it. Indeed, since you have changed | For my part I altogether object to this 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 
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association of Wall Street with what I 
may call British international interests. 
It is bad enough to have the politics of 
this country dominated by the British 
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Stock Exchange, but when in addition to | 
that we have Wall Street unscrupulosity | 


on top of it, I think we are paying very 
dearly for the small sum that would be 
saved to this country in the matter of 
discount by floating the loan in the 
United States. I think, from your Eng- 
lish point of view, this country’s boast 
being that it is the richest country in the 
world, the British Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to think it beneath his 
position to have to go to a number of 
Yankee brokers to float British Consols. 
If this country has all the vast stores of 


wealth and enormous ‘patriotism about | 
which we hear so much, these gentlemen | 


of the Stock Exchange in England ought 
to be able to absorb the £11,000,000 of 
the right hon. Gentleman. It is said the 
De Beers Company has made a demand for 
half a million or a million for compensa- 
tion for injuries at Kimberley during the 
siege. I suggest that as we want to find 
the taxable assets and taxable capacity 
we ought to remember that Kimberley 
was filched from the Free State on mere 
pretence, and the Free Staters got only 
£90,000 for what was worth about 
£500,000,000. I would suggest a delimi- 
tation commission be sent out, and that 
you should re-include Kimberley in the 
Orange River Colony, so tbat they should 


have one good thumping asset to 
go to pay for this war. I agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for West Monmouthshire in 
thinking the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would require unusual courage to face the 


Kaffir Circus. But all the gentlemen con-. 


nected with the Rhodesian promotions can 
he satisfied by an easy process. Last year 
we learned how the Niger Company was 
bought up. Of course the Colonial See- 
retary was an entirely disinterested per- 
son, and he allowed that matter to be 
managed entirely by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. British finance is very elastic 
—very elastic, indeed——and why would it 
not be possible to square these Rhodesian 
gentlemen by the Government offering 


to buy up the Chartered Company at, say, | 


£10 apiece?) The Imperial Government 
bought up the East India Company, the 
Niger Company, and a good many other 
companies, and now you are embracing in 
your fraternal arms the whole of South 
Africa it would be a pity to leave 
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| Rhodesia out. It would only mean a few 
/more beggarly millions, and thus the 
| financial souls of the promoters of this 
/war would be completely salved. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could add 
the purchase money to the Transvaal 
debt, and I think the suggestions I have 
made he will find very useful later on. 
Lastly, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire stated 
that the natives were going to be taxed. | 
do not think that he could have been 
reading Lord Salisbury’s speeches. The 
Prime Minister said when the war 
commenced that the keynote of the 
policy of the British Government would 
be greater kindness to the natives. Now 
the natives could not be taxed after 
such a pledge as that, nor could the 
Boers, for they were in the position of the 
Highlander who was devoid of a certain 
garment. And therefore there only re- 
mains as the single asset which the 
Transvaal possesses, its great mineral 
wealth ; and we who are without any 
mineral wealth whatever, and have had 
to bear our share of the cost of this 
unhappy and unjust war, have to con- 
gratulate the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on the insistence he has shown in facing 
his colleagues, and in determining that 
the people supposed to be benefited by 
the war shall bear the cost of it. I 
assure him that if he does this he will 
have the united support of every member 
of the Opposition. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs) said he had listened with great 
interest to the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mansfield, but he should not like 
it to go out to the country that that 
Member was alone in adopting the posi- 
tion that the whole cost of the war should 
be borne by the Transvaal. He had had 
the honour to be the first to express that 
opinion as far back as at the special ses- 
sion in the autumn of 1899. He had 
visited the Transvaal ; he was a practical 
mine owner, and had been down the mines 
there. He had a profound idea of the 
prodigious wealth of the Transvaal, which 
would last for a great many years on 
account of the particularly permanent 
nature of the gold deposits. Already 
| the output of gold exceeded that of any 
| other country in the world, but under 
‘the security of British rule it would 
/soon be doubled. He should like to 
| give a warning to the Chancellor of the 

Exchequer. They had heard a grea; 
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deal, some years ago, before the war 
broke out, as to the large savings that 
would be made if the country were 
under British rule instead of under 
the corruption of the Boers. But all 
this was now being minimised. It 
was formerly said that the saving to 
the gold mines, alone, would amount to 
four and a half millions per annum, but 
the mine owners on the Rand were now 
attempting to minimise that to two and 
a half millions. He begged the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to note that, 
because he was perfectly certain that 
the mines were perfectly capable of bear- 
ing the whole cost of the war. They 
heard of the immense fortunes that 
were being made on the Rand, and he 
had never any doubt whatever of the 
richness of the gold mines. The sole 
doubt he had ever had was as to the 
methods of floating those gold mines. 
The hon. Member for Mansfield had 
told the House that he had sold out 
his shares in the Rand. He had not 
sold out his shares, but still held 
them, and that was all the more reason 
why his words should be listened to, 
because it showed he was prepared to be 
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taxed for the cost of the war, which 
could be borne to a much greater 
extent under British rule when all the 


Boer corruption had been done away 
with. He did not see why hon. Gentle- 
men opposite should object to native 
labcur being got cheaper. The unjust 
liquor laws should be abolished, and 
strict native liquor laws enforced as has 
been done in Khodesia. He had visited 
the compound at Kimberley where no 
drink was sold to the natives, and where 
everything was in a most excellent state, 
and the natives thoroughly happy. When 
the dynamite monopoly was abolished, 
and good liquor laws enforced on the 
Rand there would be plenty of native 
labour and a vast increase in the gold 
mining profits. 
cellor of the Exchequer would take very 
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meant the whole cost. The Chancellor 
turned round to him and said, “ Perhaps 
the whole cost of the war,” and that 
would be found recorded in JZansara.7 As 
to the kind of officials appointed in the 
Transvaal, he confessed he was very much 
astonished to hear that many of those 
interested in the gold mines had_ been 
appointed to places of responsibility on 
the Rand. When Sir David Barbour 
went to these officials to get their opinion 
he hoped he would remember the discus- 
sion in the House that night, and take very 
good care not to accept their opinion 
in its entirety without’ full investigation. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said he did not intend to prolong the 
debate, but he wished to emphasise that 
the resources of the Transvaal should be 
drawn upon to the fullest «mount which 
could be reasonably paid for the relief ot 
the British taxpayers. He wanted to 
raise a specific point in connection with 
the assets of the Transvaal which he 
presumed had been transferred to the 
present Government. He wished the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer in his reply 


would state what his views were as to 
one of the assets of the late Transvaal 
Government—he n.eant the admitted 
liability of the British South Africa 


,Company for damages for the Jameson 


Raid. Her Majesty’s Government, in 
despatches of the Colonial Secretary, and 


‘the directors of the British South Africa 


Company themselves had admitted this 
liability, and the Colonial Secretary had 
been prepared to enforce it. The only 
question was as to the amount. The 
amount claimed by the late Transvaal 
Government was considered by Her 
Majesty’s Government to be excessive. 
There was a million claimed for ‘“ moral 
and intellectual damage,” the validity 
of which was naturally questioned by 


| the Colonial Secretary ; but with regard 


He expected the Chan- | 


good care that the whole cost of the | 
war would be put on the Transvaal, | 


and he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman on standing to his guns in this 
respect. He remembered the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer making a speech at the 
beginning of the war in which he ex- 
pressed his intention of putting a large 
proportion of the war expenditure on | 
the Transvaal. He interrupted the right | 
hon. Gentleman, and asked if he | 


Mr. John Wilson. 


to the actual damages caused there was 
undoubtedly an irresistible and admitted 
claim against the British South Africa 
Company. He thought that a reasonable 
amount towards the cost of the war ought 
to be paid by the British South Africa 
Company. In fact it might be argued that 


'a much larger proportion of the cost of 


the war should fall on the British South 


| Africa Company than on the mine owners, 


t+ See The Parliamentary Debates [¥ourth 
Series], Vol. ]xxx., page 140. 
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because that company had indirectly been 
the cause of the whole war. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) expressed the satisfaction which 
he was sure they all felt that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was still pre- 


pared to deal with the very awkward) 


and delicate financial situation brought 
about by this unduly protracted war. 
Various suggestions had been made as to 
the means by which the revenue was to 
be made. He thought that the financial 
position in England was somewhat serious, 


and tie Chancellor of the Exchequer next | 


year would be face to face with the proba- 
bility of having to increase the burden of 
taxation, which was already so heavy. 
He had no doubt that when the right 
hon. Gentleman framed his Budget he 
would consider the advisability of drawing 
revenue from some new sources. He could 
not help thinking that the right hon. 
Gentleman must now regret that two 
years ago he had laid hands upon the 
Sinking Fund. A loan might have been 
raised of £80,000 upon the security of the 
amount by which he reduced the sinking 
fund, and that would have relieved the 
taxpayers to a considerable extent. He 
had pointed out a year ago that the sink- 


ing fund constituted a great war fund, | 


and he was sure they wished now that it 
had been left intact. That, however, he 
ventured to say, was the solitary lapse of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
financial career. It was probable that 
the extra taxation which would be laid 
upon this country in consequence of the 
war would amount to ten millions a year; 


we would have to meet the interests on | 


various loans and the increased expendi- 
ture on the Army. It therefore stood to 
reason that the taxpayers of the country 
ought not to be called upon to bear any 
burden which could be legitimately laid 
upon the Transvaal. As regards the assets 
ot the two countries we had taken over, 
it would be extremely interesting if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could present 
next year a balance-sheet, for we all knew 


that the debt account amounted toa very | 


considerable sum, and we wanted to know 
what the assets were. It would have 
been interesting if the hon. Member for 


Mansfield had in his most admirable speech | 


indicated what were the assets on which 
he thought we could lay our hands if we 
wanted more money, and he hoped that 
the hon. Member would give this infor- 
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| raised about four and a half millions in 
the Transvaal. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had shown to some extent the nature 
of the expenditure imposed on the Trans- 
vaal. The cost of the police, the army 
of occupation and administration, would 
amount to six and a quarter millions. In 
addition to that there was the interest on 
the loans raised in the Transvaal. It was 
perfectly possible to raise a loan of a 
hundred millions, but he did not believe 
the Transvaal could bear a burden of more 
than fifty millions, the interest on which 
would be one and three-quarter miilions. 
Therefore the total amount required to 
be raised in the Transvaal would be eight 
and a half millions, or double the amount 
raised by the Kruger Government. He 
did not see how these figures could be 
modified in any respect. ‘The revenue of 
the Orange River Colony was about a 
million, but the cost of the police alone 
would amount to more than the entire 
revenue, and there were no means of tax- 
ing the Orange River Colony further, 
although the hon. Member for Mansfield 
talked of the great prospects of that 
colony, and dazzled us with visions 
of gold and diamonds. The difficulty 
was a very serious one. A representa- 
tion had been sent to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer from the foreign share- 
holders in the Transvaal mines. The 
references in that memorial were un- 
doubtedly of a kind that deserved the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The memorial purported to come from 
300,000 shareholders, and it stated that 
they wished to submit respectfully that 
the mines of the Transvaal belonged to «a 
great extent to French, German, Belgian, 
and Dutch persons, who were not sub- 
jects of Great Britain. It was said 
that the shareholders had held themselves 
neutral during the war, and had done 
nothing to provoke the war. They were 
ithe victims of the war, because in the 
course of it the mines had paid no 
| dividends to the proprietors. There was 
considerable depression, they suffered 
from the additional burdens being laid 
upon them, and they were entitled to 
' compensation. Furthermore, they pointed 
out that according to statements made by 
Ministers this war had been entirely 
undertaken in the interests of the British 
Empire, and that therefore the British 


Empire ought to pay for it. It seemed to 


him that this representation ought,to have 
some attention paid to it—he did not say 


mation on another occasion. Mr. Kruger! too much attention, for he could quote 
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some reassuring figures. A German 
computation made out that 70 per cent. 
of the shareholders in 


remainder belonging to various other 
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expect 100 millions for the total cost of 


the war, and also whatever sums may be 


the mines were | 
English, 14 per cent. German, and the | 


countries, so that it might be fairly | 
said that it was the English who would | 


be the chief sufferers ii the mines were 
taxed. He had ventured to make these 
observations to the House because he felt 
that this question of taxation was going to 
he a very serious one in the coming year. 
The Secretary of State for War had 
made a speech described as pessimistic, 
but it seemed to him 
most hopeful speech which had yet been 
made, because for the first time a Minister 
had fairly looked the facts in the face. 
If we continued to look the facts in the 
tace, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
were to make a wise and just provision 
for carrying the burden of the war, all 
difficulties would disappear. 

We 


have 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


‘the Transvaal. 


sufficient to buy up the Chartered Com- 
pany at a price which, in his opinion, 
should be such as would induce them to 
acquiesce in annexation. I never 
held out to the House or the country 
any such suggestions as that. I never 


‘said that I anticipated that the whole 


cost of the war would be borne by 
I think any such idea 
would be an absolute delusion. I do not 
think it possible, and I hope nothing I 


shall say to-night will give countenance 


that it was the | 


to it. What I have said is that I think 


'a considerable contribution towards the 


had a debate which has had only an in- | 


direct reference to the Bill before the 
House, but which, all the same, has been 
full of interest to myself at any rate, and 
I think tothe House at large. Practically 
the debate has wholly turned on the 
amount of the contribution towards the 
cost of the war which it may be possible 
to derive from the Transvaal, and the 
sources from which that contribution 
might come. ‘This matter was brought 
before the House by the right hon. Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean yesterday, and 
I then ventured to say that I was not in 
& position to enter into any details at 
present, but that we had taken steps for 
« full and careful examination of the 
financial position of the Transvaal, of the 
possibilities of taxation, of the assets of 
the Government, and of the condition of 
the mining interest, with a view to 
framing such proposals as we might think 
would be fair, and of submitting them to 
the House after the termination of the 
war, which I hope may be—although the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite is not so 
sanguine—before the next Budget. | 
cannot do more than that to-night, but I 
would first call the attention of the House 
to theremarkable difference which has been 
exhibited during this debate in the views 
held by hon. Members as to the possi- 
bility of any contribution being derived 
from the Transvaal. The hon. Member 
for North Louth tells us that we may 


Mr Beckett. 


cost of the war should be made by the 
Transvaal. Now, the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire has ap- 
peared to-night in his favourite character 
of a prophet of evil. He was rather dis- 
appointed, [ think, the other night when my 


‘right hon. friend the Secretary for War 


anticipated him in painting in some- 
what unfavourable colours the probable 
future of the war; and all he could 
do was to put the colours on with a 
stronger brush and suggest that, even so, 
the whole of the future had not been ex- 
posed to the House. But while expressing 
that which I am sure we all feel, his 
earnest desire that the war should be 
rapidly brought to a close, I do not think 


his prophecies or speech were exactly 


calculated to have that effect. But the 
right hon. Gentleman has told us to-night 
that it is his earnest desire that the 
Transvaal should make a considerable 
contribution towards the cost of the war. 
Now, was his speech to-night calculated 
to make that an easier task! I venture 
to say that it has added not a little to 
my difficulties. He has painted the 
financia: position of the ‘Transvaal in the 
darkest possible colours. He has said 
that the country is devastated, that 
famine is probable, that other expendi- 
ture—the cost of administration and the 
cost of police—will more than consume 
any possible revenue, and he went on 
to say that the mine-owners and 
capitalists who are the favourite 
objects of his detestation and abuse [Sir 
W. Harcourt: Hear, hear], but who do 
not always deserve all he says of them, 
have absolutely declined to assume any 
such liability. I am not over fond of 
capitalists, except when I have death 
duties to collect, but I think the right 
hon. Gentleman did some injustice, at any 
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rate, to Mr. Robinson in his quotations 
from his speech. I have read a report 
of that speech, and what I understood 
Mr. Robinson to fear was that there 
would be some attempt, so to speak, to 
kill the goose that lays the golden eggs 
—to impose such an extravagant burden 
upon the mining industry in the Trans- 
vaal that it would, if not kill that in- 
dustry, at any rate materially interfere 
with its future development. I do not 
think Mr. Robinson himself would contend 
that there should be no contribution from 
the Transvaal towards the cost of the 
war. But the right hon. Gentleman, in 
the whole of his speech as far as I could 
see, took no account whatever of what was 
laid before the House in the interesting 
speech of the hon. Member for Mansfield 

-namely, the vast wealth of the Trans- 
vaal in the future, the possibilities of the 
country when that wealth is developed, 
and, therefore, the possibility of the 
country bearing a burden in the future 
which we could not exact from it now. It 
may be for a year or two after the close of 
the war impossible to obtain from 
the Transvaal any contribution towards 
the cost of the war. But I would 
point out that in the part of my financial 
policy which has been fortunate enough 
to meet with the assent of the right hon. 
(sentleman opposite I have carefully 
borne that in mind. I have said through- 
out that I would not make the borrowing 
tor the war a permanent burden on the 
country. I have obtained—and this is 
the third occasion—power from Parlia- 
ment to borrow for the cost of the war. 
I have borrowed partly on Treasury bills, 
partly on Exchequer Bonds for three 
vears, partly on Exchequer Bonds for five 
vears, and partly on the War Loan for 
ten years, and therefore I have made 
the falling in, so to speak, of these 
loans at such periods as would enable 
Parliament to have before it the con- 
dition of the Transvaal from time to 
time with a view to seeing what we 
could impose, as these loans fall in, upon 
that country. I hope Parliament will not 
for a moment consider that if the Trans- 
vaal at the close of the war should be in 
the devastated and poverty-stricken con- 
dition to which the right hon. Gentleman 
points that, therefore, in the future it 
should be free from all charge. I do 
not think that is a policy he would 
suggest for a moment. I can go no 
further than that to-night. But I should 


like to allude to one point of the right | 
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hon. Gentleman’s speech which, I think, 
he can hardly have sufficiently con- 
sidered. He alluded to some utterances 
of directors of companies in regard to 
the provision by the Government of 
cheap native labour for the mines. 
But there is a way whereby the cheapen- 
ing of labour in the mines can be effected 
without anything of that kind. The hon. 
Member for Mansfield, or an hon. Member 
on this side of the House, pointed out 
that in certain districts half the natives 
in the mines were drunk. Now, what 
has been suggested? That the sale of 
liquor to natives should be prohibited. 
Is that a policy which the right hon. 
Gentleman the author of the Local Veto 
Bill objects to 4 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: I ap- 
proved of it, and I hope you will follow it 
up, but I said the object of a great many 
directors of companies was not to improve 
the condition of the natives, but to 
cheapen labour. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: Does not 
the right hon. Gentleman see that if in 
the future natives are sober who are now 
drunk, their labour will be better and 
therefore cheaper for the mines? [A 
Voice: A sober man wants better wages. | 
Further than that, the municipal govern- 
ment of Johannesburg and the local 
government of the Rand have notoriously 
been incapable of preserving order, pre- 
venting abuses, and giving security to life 
and property, and may we not reasonably 
hope, that under the government which 
will in the future be in the Transvaal 
there will be rather more fairness, rather 
more equity, shown to the native races 
than has been shown to them in the 
past’ All these reforms may tend 
to cheapen native labour without the 
introduction of anything like a system of 
forced labour, the idea which the right 
hon. Gentleman attributed to the direc- 
tors of companies. I have referred to 
the speech of the hon. Member for 
Mansfield, and he made one suggestion 
which, I think, eminently deserves the 
consideration of those who will have 
to settle the taxation of the Trans- 
vaal. He said that, in his opinion, the 
fault had been that taxation had been 
indirect rather than direct in regard to 
the mines. I express no final opinion, 
but it does seem to me a matter that 
deserves most careful consideration 
whether direct taxation on the profits of 
the mines should be imposed. If, as the 
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hon. Member has suggested, such taxation | 
was intended by the late Transvaal | 
Government, but has not been levied 
owing to corruption, because those who 
ought to have levied it were practically | 
bribed not to do so, all I can say is that | 
we shall take care nothing of the sort 
shall go on in the future. The hon. 
Member has alluded to appointments 
made at Pretoria and elsewhere by 
Lord Roberts. Now, I know nothing 
of them, but I will venture to say I do 
not think the hon. Member 
fairly the position occupied by Lord 
Roberts. The country was in a state of 
war, appointments had to be made, and 
the choice of men was very limited 
indeed, so that it was practically impossi- 
ble to obtain anyone for the appointments 
but local residents, and I dare say these 
were connected with the companies or 
undertakings to which the hon. Member 
has referred. But I am sure that directly 
Sir A. Milner establishes civil govern- 
ment all these appointments will be con- 
sidered afresh, and probably entirely new 
appointments will be made in many 
cases to which the hon. Member has 
referred. We shall take very good care 
—we should not do our duty if we did 
not take care—that the action of local 
government shall not be biassed by any 
undue influence of the great companies in 
the Transvaal. The hon. Member for 
Northampton has asked a question ; the 
assets of the Transvaal having been 
referred to, he wanted to know whether 
those assets included the claim of the late 
Government on the Chartered Company. 
Well, I think any question on that matter 
should be addressed to the Colonial 
Secretary. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
He is not here. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But I will 
tell the House frankly what occurs te my 
mind. ‘The claim may have considerable 
justice, but what has happened since ? 
For every pound fairly due in conse- 
quence of the Jameson Raid from the 
Chartered Company to the late Transvaal 
Government at least £5 is probably due 
to the company from the late Transvaal 
Government in consequence of the war 
entered into by that Government against 
this country. 
investigation it will be found that against | 
the claim on one side there is a consider- | 
able set-off on the other. I do not know 

Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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that there is any other poirt to which I 
need refer, but this much, I trust, the 
House will believe. I am grateful to 
more than one hon. Member who has 
alluded to my position in these matters 
and will do my best to carry out the 
policy which I have indicated. If I do 
not say more than I have been able to say 
it is really because I cannot bind myself 
by any expression of opinion as to details. 
It would be unwise, it would be dangerous 
to do so; but I can assure the House 
that I have at heart as much as any 
hon. Member the desire that the Transvaal, 
and of course, if possible, the Orange 
River Colony, shall make some contribu- 
tion towards the cost of this war, that the 
whole cost shall not be thrown on the 
taxpayers of this country. How this may 
be best carried out must be matter for 
careful consideration ; it is a difficult and 
delicate subject, as I said yesterday, but in 
dealing with it we shall have regard to the 
‘necessity for doing nothing that will 
fetter the industry of the Transvaal and 
| prevent the development of the country ; 
and we shall take care that we are not 
biassed in dealing with the subject by any 
unreasonable demands or unfair sugges- 
tions from those who are interested in 
mines that they ought not to be called 
upon to bear such burthens as_ the 
interests of the country require. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE thought that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer (whom everybody on the 
Liberal side of the House was most 
anxious to see in his present position 
so long as the present Government 
was in power, considering his unfor- 
/tunate surroundings) had acted very 
squarely in the matter. He had only one 
or two points to urge upon the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ; the first was that the 
right hon. Gentleman should add to the 
gentleman who was to be sent out as 
Financial Commissioner to the Trans- 
vaal some capable geologist who should 
examine the country. This was all the 
more necessary as owing to the provisional! 
“appointments made by” Lord Roberts it 
was not at all unlikely that those gentle- 
men who had been provisionally ap- 
pointed, and whose interest was on the 
side of the capitalist, had mining engineers 
at their side, and that they were entirely 
| in the hands of the millionaires. He re- 
| gretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
| had not seen fit to issue a Transvaal loan 
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guaranteed by this country, because he | He did not, however, quite follow the 
believed that the Transvaal would not be | argument adduced from that statement, 


able to pay its expenses. It could not 
pay for the army which we must keep 


| 


there for some time, or for its police, or. 
civil administration, and that being so we | 
should have undertaken the repayment | 


of it, and when the Transvaal got rich we 


should have come inand called upon it to | 


pay itsshare of the loan. Another point 
to which he desired to call the atten- 


which appeared to be that, as the natives 
became more sober, virtuous, and indus- 
trious they would work for a less wage. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, I did not 
say that, but that they would do more 


| work, 


tion of the right hon. Gentleman, although | 


he did not know that it concerned him 


especially, was the question of black labour. | 


It was desirable, as soon as possible, to 
have some sort of labour bureau in the 
Transvaal. He did not 
moment that the Government would 
accept the view of the millionaires, that 


dream for a/§ 


the Government should find labour for | 


the Transvaal, but there was a sort of 


trades union among the mine owners | 


themselves, and the men were employed 
at very inadequate wages. The actual 
\\affir does not work in the mines, he 
follows agricultural pursuits. These 
men go into the back part of Africa, 
where they make arrangements with the 
chief to supply them with so many 
hundreds of men. The chief then orders 
the men to go down and work for a 
certain time in the Transvaal. There 
was an absolute trade in these men. 
Some one got them and sold them for a 
consideration to anybody who wanted 
them. The unfortunate men were 
obliged to work, because if one went 
hack to bis own country the chief would 


immediately have him slain in order to | 


prevent others doing the same. The 
right hon. Gentleman appeared to think 
that the men would work better if they 
did not get liquor; he, on the other 
hand, was of opinion that the labour was 
forced labour, and if the men kept sober 
they would not work at all. It was only 
by keeping them half drunk that the 


Mr. LOUGH: Even if they did more 
work they wouldrequire more money. The 
argument was, he believed, that they 
would then do more work for the same 
wage. But their wage would not neces- 
sarily get lower ; the tendency would be 
in the direction of exacting a fairer com- 
pensation for their work. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman had not been so candid in 
dealing with this matter as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War, and he had not given them much 
ground for the hopeful view he took. 
With regard to the economic view of the 
situation he would point out that at 
present there was no revenue whatever 
from the Transvaal. The year 1900 
would be a blank year, and probably 1901 
would be so too. If these terrible opera- 
tions were brought to a conclusion, and if 
the revenue were as it was before, they 
must remember that the best revenue ever 
seen before the war was some four 
millions. The expenditure, it could be 
clearly seen, would be on a larger scale 
than ever before. They would have to 


| provide for civil government, for the police, 


and for the troops kept there, to say 
nothing of all the repairs and reconstruc- 
tion of destroyed property that would be 
necessitated. The right hon. Gentleman 


‘said nothing about that, and apparently 


mining engineers had succeeded in forcing | 


them to work at a most inadequate wage. 
A labour bureau such as he suggested 
should see that there was no attempt to 


force anyone to do labour unless he liked | 


himself to do it, and secure the natives | 


against what really amounted to slavery. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 


right hon. Gentleman could not have | 
made a more popular statement than that | 
which he had made, that the influence of | 


the British Government would be exer- 
cised against any form of forced labour. 


had not taken it into account. But, 
setting the latter necessity on one side, it 
seemed that seven or eight millions a year 
would be required immediately, for Trans- 
vaal purposes alone, before a single penny 
could come towards war contribution. 
Where were they to get such a revenue 
'as this? All that they could get from 
these gold mines, he thought, should be 
secured as a contribution towards the 
expenditure in connection with the war, 
but taking the practical view, he thought 
| the country ought to receive the fullest 
information and be told the truth. They 
were not accustomed to a Chancellor of 
the Exchequer basing his requirements 
on such a shadowy foundation. The 
right hon. Gentleman had disclaimed 
'making any definite statements, which 
| was perhaps the wisest thing he said, for 
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he did not see where they would get any | territory. By some sharp practice, after 


revenue at all to meet such an expendi- 
ture as would arise. To obtain the war 
contribution the best step would be to 
restore peace. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that having stolen Naboth’s vineyard 
they were now bent on discovering what 
share of the spoil they were to secure. 
He frankly confessed that finance was not 
his strong point. He desired, however, to 
offer a suggestion to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer which he ventured to think 
would be useful to him. ‘There seemed 
to be some difficulty in determining what 
amount of taxation the gold mines of the 
Transvaal should bear when they resumed 
full working order. In South Africa it 
happened that they had something to 
guide the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
making up his mind on this point. In 
addition to the gold mines of the Trans- 
vaal there were the gold mines of Rho- 
desia, worked under the administration 
of the Chartered Company. Reference 
had been made that night by one speaker 
at least to the fact that in’ Rhodesia the 
taxes imposed on mining—the licence 
payments—were less than those paid in 
the Transvaal. That was part of the 
truth, but only part of it. The mining 
licences cost afew shillings per month 
less than in the Transvaal, but the Char- 
tered Company took it out of the mine 
owners in another way. When a claim 
had heen prospected and gold discovered, 
and when the prospector proceeded to 
develop his claim and form a company 
he was under obligation by his charter 
to issue double the amount of shares 
required to capitalise the concern 
and hand over half the number to 
the Chartered Company. Thus __ it 
happened when gold began to be pro- 
duced from the mines in Rhodesia 50 per 
cent. of the profit belonged to the 
Chartered Company. 
in Rhodesia, struggling to pay, were able 
to bear this load of 50 per cent. to the 


If the poor mines | 


Chartered Company, it would not, in his | 


opinion, be going too far to ask, if neces- 
sary, that a like proportion of the profits 


' inside. 


in the Transvaal should be claimed to: 


meet the cost of the war. There was 


another point to which the attention of | 
the right hon. Gentleman might profit- | 


ably be directed in this connection. The | 
diamond mines of Kimberley paid no 
taxes. These mines were in Free State | 


Mr. Lough. 


j 


| 


diamonds were discovered, the land on 
which they were discov ered was held to 
be the property of one Waterboer, a 
half-bred chief, but subsequent legal pro- 
ceedings showed that such was not the 
ease. The diamond mines of Kimberley 
were in Orange Free State territory, and 
now that the Orange Free State was 
under British dominion what was to hinder 
the Government from including the dia- 
mond mines of Kimberley in Free State 
territory and taxing them also to help to 
bear the cost of the war? He rose to 
refer more particularly to a subject in 
which naturally he had a more direct in- 
terest. Herreferred to the native labour 
question. He had listened with some 
interest to what had been said with 
regard to this subject. He had read the 
reports of the mining companies to which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire referred. He 
desired to call the attention of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to the fact that 
the gold mining companies of the Trans- 
vaal had come to a joint ‘agreement 
whereby—he was speaking on the autho- 
rity of Mr. Rudd—the British Govern- 
ment would be asked to collect native 
labour for them, and part of the contract 
was that no native was to be allowed to 
sign on for less than three months. If 
that was not forced labour then language 
had lost itsmeaning. They also favoured 
the compound system in the Transvaal. 
The compound system as it existed in 
Kimberley was slavery in the most abso- 
lute sense of the term. ‘The natives were 
brought there chiefly by force, and when 
they arrived at Kimberley they were 
housed in compounds, so well described 
by the Member for South Aberdeen in his 
interesting book on South Africa. They 
were housed in great compounds there, 
and they were not allowed to escape 
during the whole period of the engage- 
ment. A subterranean passage led ‘from 
the compound to the mines. The natives 
were supplied with groceries from truck 
stores established within the compounds, 
and white people were not allowed to get 
The whole system was one of 
forced labour and slavery in the worst 
degree. In regard to the sobriety of 
the natives, the Government would 
remember that the question had two 
sides. In Kimberley the natives were 
made sober. He remembered reading 
|many years ago in a temperance news- 





in 
n- 
1e 


th 
1e 


er 


le 





759 Supplemental War 


{13 DECEMBER 1900} 


Loan Bill. 760 


paper that one reason for the prohibition | impossible to find anyone capable of hold- 


of the liquor traffic was that whereas a 
drunken native required a dollar a day 
to live upon, a sober native would live as 
well on half a dollar, and wages were 
reduced actually from 4s. to 2s. per day. 


He desired to see the natives sober both | 


at home and abroad, but he did not 
desire, and he hoped the Government did 
not desire, to see the sobriety of the 
natives used as an instrument for com- 
pelling them to work for half the ordinary 
‘ate of wages. There were two other 
matters on which he trusted the Govern- 
ment would insist strongly. He was 
advised that under the Transvaal Govern- 
ment native labour was restricted by law 
to eight hours per day in the mines. He 
trusted that the Government would see to 
it that that law at least was not abro- 
gated. The Transvaal Government pro- 
hibited Sunday labour in connection with 
the gold mines. 
Transvaal was the only mining camp in 
the world in which Sunday labour was 
prohibited. He did not say that the pro- 
hibition was always obeyed, but the law 
was there, 
for breaches of it. Under British rule 
the prohibition would, he trusted, be 
maintained. He looked forward with 
serious doubt to the future of Jabour, 
black and white, in the Transvaal. If 
the mine owners who paid to bring 
about this war, who paid for the Jameson 
Raid, who dictated the policy of the 
Grovernment with regard to the war, were 
to be allowed to govern the Transvaal in 
the future, then for a certainty labour 
would be worse off than under the Trans- 
vaal Government rule. He would like 
to say one word with regard to the 
liquor laws of the Transvaal. The laws 
were good, but they were not well 
administered. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
discussion of the liquor laws is not in 
order. 

*Sim E. ASHMEAD- BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) said the hon. Mem- 


ber for the Mansfield Division had made. 


an attack upon certain persons who, he 


and mine owners were fined | 


So far as he knew the | 


challenged the hon. 


ing office, legal or otherwise, in the Trans- 
vaal, who had not been connected in some 
way or another with some of the great min 
ing companies. He was sorry to hear the 


| cheers with which the attacks were re- 


ceived. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had pointed out that these appointments 


were really only temporary, and that the 


whole arrangements would have to be very 
carefully looked over. It seemed to him 
that regard must be had to the personal 
fitness, knowledge, and integrity of the 
persons employed, and the mere fact that 
they had been previously engaged with 
one of the great gold mining firms in the 
Transvaal was not a sufficient reason to 
allege against their appointment. There 
were two names mentioned, and he 
thought the references to them were very 
unfortunate. He did not think they 
were fair references, and he was sorry 
the hon. Member who made them was not 
present. He had attacked Mr. Loveday, 
and perhaps the public did not know who 
that gentleman was. He was an old 
member of the Transvaal Volksraad ; and 
he had always upheld the legitimate 
rights of the Uitlanders. He was a 
bur vher of the Transvaal, and was greatly 
respected by everyone. He could not 
conceive of a man more suitable to be 
appointed to such a commission than Mr, 
Loveday. ‘The hon. Member did not 
state any of these facts, but simply tried 
to prove that he was connected with 
some electric company in Pretoria, as if 
that shonld prevent him holding the 
position he now held. Mr. Loveday was 
by character and antecedents qualified to 
hold the position he now filled, and he 
Member for the 
Mansfield Division to dispute what he 
was now saying. With regard to Mr. 


| George Farrar, ‘the hon. Meshes accused 


alleged, had been improperly appointed | 
to certain offices in the Transvaal, and he 
gave as his reason for the attack that they | 


were connected with various well-known 
firms in the Transvaal. He did not know 
these gentlemen, w ith one exception. | 


him of being convicted of high treason, 
but he was careful not to tell the House 
that Mr. Farrar was one of the principal 
leaders of the great movement in the 
Transvaal in favour of reform. Every- 
one admitted the necessity of these 
reforms. The hon. Member, himself, 
spoke again and again of the terrible 
corruption of the Boer Government. 
Mr. George Farrar was one of the men 
who faced the music. He put him- 


i self at the head of the movement, was 
tried, 


and sentenced to death. That 
| gentleman deserved to be praised. He 


They had been referred to with a great | |felt bound to make these observations, 
deal of unnecessary odium. It was almost | because these were subjects on which he 
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had reliable information. 
like to hear persons attacked in that 
House, where they could not defend 
themselves, and lose the opportunity of 


{COMMONS} 


He did not | ultimatum had been spontaneous on the 


| 


saying what he had to say from real | 


knowledge. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Afr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that the 
House must be aware that he had 
throughout consistently voted in every 
division against the war, and now he was 
against the continuance of the war. He 
believed that a majority of his colleagues 
and friends on that side of the House 


were as strongly a to the war as, 


he was at the origin, but still they were 
of opinion that after hostilities com- 


menced, and especially after the ulti- | 


matum delivered by the Transvaal 
Government, this country had no option 
except to support the war. He had 
never been able to adopt that view. He 
did not propose to argue the question of 
the original injustice of the war, even if he 
should be in order, but he would defend 
the course he had taken by pointing out 
that the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Colonial Secretary had on different 
occasions stated that the duty of any 
person who believed that this was an 
absolutely unjust and iniquitous war was 
to vote against it on every possible 
opportunity. The Colonial Secretary 
said he could not restrain the expression 
of his contempt for hon. Gentlemen who, 
admitting the injustice of the war, yet 
voted for its continuance. These re- 
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part of the Transvaal Government and 
not forced by our action. The ultimatum 
was not delivered until speeches had been 
made in this country which were equiva- 
lent to an ultimatum. It was stated that 
having put our hand to the plough we 
could not go back—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has already suggested that he would not 
be in order in referring to the origin of 
the war. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said he would 
not pursue that point. He was not re- 
ferring to the question whether the griev- 
ances were such as to justify the war. 
The ultimatum did not make a difference, 
and that was the only point on which he 
and his political friends had differed in 
the matter of voting supplies. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is out of order to 
discuss how the ultimatum came to be 
delivered. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I will keep 
myself as closely as I can to your ruling. 
I only wished in passing to make the 


| observation that these declarations had 


been made and that this country had 
announced its intention of sending an 
army to South Africa for the purpose of 
the invasion, and my hon. friends who 
justified their conduct in supporting the 
Government in Supply throughout these 
proceedings have persistently ignored, 
and very improperly ignored, those con- 
trolling acts of the situation with respect 
to that point. Continuing, the hon. Member 
said the position of his friends who still 
continued to support the Government was 
really more inconsistent at present than 


at the time when they first embarked on 


marks expressed entirely and exactly the | 


reasons why since the commencement he 


war. The difference between him and 
ultimatum. They said, “Oh, the 
ultimatum makes a difference,” and they 
thought, therefore, that they were 
bound to support the 
ment in prosecuting the war through all 
its stages. 

Sir E. Ashmead-Bavtlett. 


He would admit that, if the | 


their support of the Government. At 
that time they said they were only 
actuated by a desire to repel the in- 
vasion of our territory, and that after 
this had been done their voices would be 
raised in favour of a fair, just, and 
equitable settlement so far as the 
Transvaal Government was concerned. 


: “ | He felt at the time that that was a 
had voted against the supplies for the | 


. : | for any gentleman to make. 
his hon. friends really started with the | a 


ridiculous, if not a puerile, proposition 
They talked 
then as if the withdrawal of their support 
would cause some very great change in 


the policy of the Government. He knew 


Govern- | 


| 


very well that the Government would 
sneer at any attempt to control them by 
withdrawing their support. After the 
evacuation of Natal and Cape Colony, 
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{13 DECEMBER 1900} 


after General Cronje and a number of | 
troops had been captured, the Presidents | 


of the two Republics made overtures for 
peace on conditions which would have 


abundantly satisfied the necessities of the | 


case, but, so far as he remembered, not a 
single voice was raised by his hon. friends 
on that side of the House in favour of 
pressing those terms on the Government. 
They had followed the course which ex- 
perience showed was always taken in 
such a case. If they started on a wrong 
road they were forced by circumstances 
to go further and further. Not only his 
hon. friends, but hon. Members opposite 
and members of the Government, were 
now openly advocating a position with 
respect to the Transvaal that they them- 
selves shrank from with horror before the 
commencement of the war at all. Why 
were we continuing this war? Nobody 
could suggest that there was any other 
cause than the fact that the Government, 
in breach of its promises, had insisted 
upon the total extinction of the internal 
independence of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State, and the annexation 
of these territories to Her Majesty’s 
dominions. That was completely at 
variance with the repeated declarations 
and assurances of the most prominent 
members of the Government. It 
was clearly necessary to remind 
the House that Lord — Salisbury 
stated that we sought no territory. 
That assurance was given a month after 
the war commenced. The very day after 
the decision had been arrived at to send 
a force of 48,000 men to South Africa to 


invade the Transvaal, the Duke of Devon- | 


shire referred to the rooted conviction 
the South African Republics appeared to 


have that England was cherishing some | 


design against their independence and 


self-government, and he declared that such | 


apprehensions were absolutely unfounded. 


Three weeks after the war had broken out | 


the Secretary of State for India, refer- 


ring to the taunts that British talk about | 


reform and the desire to improve the in- 
ternal government of the Transvaal were 
mere hypocrisy, said that when success 
was achieved and the terms this country 
proposed, as victors, to the vanquished 
were known, foreign nations would change 
their opinion, and would see that the 


| obligations and good faith. 


main cause for embarking on the conflict | 


was not a desire for pecuniary profit or | 


territorial aggrandisement. There were 


other declarations of leading and respon- 
sible politicians to the same effect, and it 
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was deplorable and humiliating for every 
honest subject of the Queen to have to 
confess that all those assurances had been 
openly broken. As soon astheGovernment 
found they could break those assurances 
with impunity they did not hesitate to 
do so. It was actions such as that that 
brought disgrace and discredit on the 
name of England, and had made the name 
of England a by-word for perfidy among 
the nations of the Continent. A reason 
given for the adoption of the policy of 
annexation was that a recurrence of such 
a war must be rendered impossible. That 
was an utterly unfounded argument. If 
it were a sound argument it might be 
some, although not a sufficient, excuse for 
breaking faith, but he contended strongly 
that so far from annexation securing the 
country against disturbance, it was certain 
to lead to a repetition of the unhappy 
events now occurring. The question 
should be asked, What caused these 
events before, and would those causes be 
removed by annexation ? It was believed 
that the campaign would be a short and 
victorious one of four or six weeks dura- 
tion, that the Transvaalers were abso- 
lutely weak, and that 50,000 men would 
be more than sufficient to finish the busi- 
ness. It was that mistaken belief that 
had led to the false step. By annexation 
the British Government would be lulled 
into a false sense of security in the future 
as in the past. It would be impossible to 
deprive the Transvaalers of rifles, as 
they were absolutely necessary for 
their protection against wild beasts, 
and when a_ suitable opportunity for 
rising occurred this country would be 
astonished to find the fighting capacity of 
the Doers only very little less than at 
present. Although it was assumed that 
annexation would have the result he had 
mentioned, the conduct of the Govern- 
ment showed that they did not believe it. 
They themselves admitted that it would 
be necessary to have a permanent mili- 
tary garrison of from 30,000 to 50,000 
men to guard against the danger of 
future disturbances. He contended that 
annexation was the worst possible solu- 
tion of the problem, even from the purely 
selfish and opportunist point of view, and 
setting aside all questions of international 
The best 
plan would be to retain the internal in- 
dependence of the two Republics. 
Annexation would be regarded by the 
whole of the Dutch of South Africa as a 
gross and fraudulent breach of faith, and 
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would cause undying hatred in the breast | however, one or two points which I think 


of every Dutchman in South Africa. 
human passion was more permanent 
than the resentment occasioned by a 


| 
| 
| 


sense of gross injustice, and the iniquities | 
great deal still of men being sent out to 


committed during this war would be re- 
lated around the hearths of the Transvaal 


families for generations, giving to every | 


lad a strong desire to avenge the 


wrongs done to his nation and his fore- | 


fathers. 
representative government would have 
to be established, and it was certain that 
in the future the Dutch population would 
be preponderant. When the time came 
there would be a majority absolutely 
irreconcilable against Great Britain, and 
how would it be possible then to retain 
South Africa? Then, it was suggested 
that the result of annexation would be 
the ultimate federation of all the States 
in South Africa under British suzerainty, 
but that federation instead of being a 
protection to England’s supremacy would 
be its greatest danger. Government from 
Downing Street would be absolutely im- 
possible, and the result would necessarily 
he the total loss of these colonies. All 
these prophecies would doubtless be 
derided, but he felt confident they would 
be fulfilled. The reason annexation was 
insisted upon was that it was only by 
annexation that the absolute falsity of the 
main ground upon which the Government 
went to war could be concealed. ‘That 
main ground was to enforce the right of 
the Uitlanders to the franchise, but the 
Government had discovered that the 
English Uitlander would never accept the 
franchise at the cost of his British 
nationality, and the claim was therefore 
a falseone. President Kruger never made 
a greater mistake from his own point of 
view than when he refused to grant the 
franchise at once, because it was perfectly 
certain that not ten per cent. of the 
British Uitlanders would have accepted 
it, and Sir Alfred Milner and the Colonial 
Secretary would have been deeply 
humiliated by having threatened war for 
such a fictitious cause. It was in order 
to avoid the humiliation of that exposure 
that this war was being continued week 
after week and month after month, and 
thousands of lives sacrificed, and millions 
of treasure wasted. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I only 
desire to ask two or three questions, and 
I do not wish in any way to continue the 
long discussion we have had. There are, 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


It was admitted that eventually | 


No} should be brought up on this occasion, 


because we are very anxious to see what 
are the first steps in the direction of 
reforming the War Office. We hear a 


| South Africa, and if experience has taught 


this House anything, it is that it is wrong 
and extravagant, and a practice which we 
all deplore, to send to the front young 
men with no experience. I asked a 
question the other day concerning some 
troops sent from Omagh to join the 
Inniskilling Fusiliers. I think I was right 
in saying—and the right hon. Gentleman 
did not contradict it—that none of these 
men were over eighteen years of age, that 
they had practically never fired a shot, 
had received no battalion drill, and had 
only been four months enlisted. With 
our experience during this last year in 
South Africa, I think to send men of that 
sort out to the front is certainly an 
indication that we are not learning 
the elementary principles of warfare. 
The idea of sending men of this sort 
out is very extravagant, and although 
the reply given to me was that they were 
only going to serve on the lines of com- 
wunication, still, while there are De 
Wets about, the lines of communication 
seem to be as important a part as any in 
the campaign. We know what has hap- 
pened in different parts of the Orange 
River Colony and tLe Transvaal, and it is 
obvious that in sending out troops we 
should stop the practice of sending these 
young lads, who ought to be kept at 
home until they have learned to use a 
rifle and how to ride as well. [ wish to 
get an assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman that in future troops will not 
be sent out of this tender age, and cer- 
tainly not until they have learned the 
very first principles which are wanted 
when they get to South Africa. My 
second point is concerning those officers 
who have been sent back to England from 
the front. Ido not wish to say anything 
unpleasant or mention any names, but it 
is common knowledge that a certain 
‘number of men have been sent back who 
| have not been invalided home, who had 
either made mistakes or who were not 
considered competent to lead the men. 
| There are several of these cases. We are 
very sorry for it, because no doubt many 
of them are gallant men, and personally 
everything that could -be -desired. I 
| brought this matter forward in the 
summer, and I want to know whether it 
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is desirable in an Army which we are 
about to reorganise that the men who 


have been sent home in this way | 


should be placed in high positions here 
at home when, in the very act of war, 


they have been sent back as not fit to | 


carry out the duties of their position. 
Although it may be very painful to these 
individuals, still the only object for which 
a soldier exists is that when war comes 
he should be competent to perform his 
duties. Ifa man is sent home at a time 
when we are sending out more men—and 
when every available man is wanted to 
assist in the campaign—because he is not 
suitable, it is a very extraordinary 
thing that such men should be given 
high positions, and should be allowed, in 
some cases, to go about criticising the con- 
duct of the war, in which they were not 
fit to take part. I wish to know whether 
there are any rules dealing with officers 
who have been sent back, and who are 
not considered suitable to carry on a cam- 
paign, to the effect that they shall be 
given commands in England which are 
so much coveted by the men who have 
done good service for their country. The 
third question I wish to ask is what regu- 
lations are there in regard to officers re- 
turning home whose regiments are still at 


the front. This is a matter which | 
astonishes a good many people. We, 


were told in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech the other day that the Yeo- 
manry and the Volunteers could not 
return, and that they had been 
called upon to serve a longer time. 
Of course I know that as_ loyal! 
and patriotic men they will do their duty, 
and Ido not think there will be much 
grumbling among them. They are quite 
willing to give their services, and they 
are acquitting themselves in a most 
heroic manner. It seems very strange to 
us how easy it is for some officers in high 
positions to leave their regiments and 
come home, and I should like to know 
whether this is a usual thing, and what 
are the rules under which they are’! 
allowed to return. I was always given to 
understand that an ordinary officer at the 
front never dreamt of leaving his regi- 
ment unless he was invalided or promoted. 
It is common knowledge that a consider- | 
able number of these officers have come 
home. I will not mention names, but I 
think it is only right that the country 
should know for what special reasons 
they have come back, and what are the 
general rules which regulate these ' 
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|matters. Many of them are very com- 
| petent men, and should be at the front 
under ordinary circumstances. We have 
aright to know what special reasons there 
_are for picking out certain individuals to 
come home leaving their regiments be- 
hind. Those are my three main points, 
and they are questions which we are all 
interested in. We are all extremely 
anxious that the war should be brought 
to a conclusion as soon as possible, and 
we desire also to see the War Office 
system completely reformed and made 
efficient, and I think that the three points 
which I have raised demand some expla- 
nation from the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I do not rise to oppose the 
Second Reading of this Bill, and I am 
quite as ready as I was in the last Parlia- 
ment to vote for any reasonable supplies 
for the vigorous prosecution of the war 
in South Africa. I believe that we are, 
substantially, in the right in this quarrel, 
and I believe that the demands made by 
the Government upon the South African 
Republic were fair and reasonable, and 
that there was no justification, either 
technically or really, for the invasion of 
our territory by the two Dutch Republics. 
I am simply stating the conviction I have 
formed from studying the literature con- 
nected with the subject, and taking into 
account what has happened since the 
outbreak of the war. I simply make that 
statement in order that my point of view 
may be understood. I have one or two 
points to put to the Government. I 
believe that there has never been a 
demand of this kind for so large a sum 
of money as £11,000,000, or rather 
£16,000,000, with which we are now 
dealing. The House is being asked . to 
vote this money in complete darkness. 
I have done my best to follow the 
events of the war, and, from the accounts 
furnished by the generals and the corre- 
spondents, I confess that I really am not 
in a position to say whether the money 
which has been previously voted by this 
House has been well spent. I am not in 
a position to form any judgment as to 
whether the war has been conducted with 
efficiency or with economy. There are 
many arguments which I might raise 
indicating that there has not been an 
efficient conducting of the war in South 
Africa in many parts of the theatre of the 
fight, but I am not now going to go into 
the details. I am only leading up to this 
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point—Why is it that no full despatches 
from Lord Roberts have been published | 
since April 17th? Since the commence- 
ment of the war ten full despatches by 
generals commanding have been pub- 
lished. During the Crimean War, in 
1854, I find that the sending of despatches | 
by Lord Raglan was pursued with the 
utmost care and promptitude, and imme- 
diately upon their receipt by the War 
Office they were published in the London 
Gazette. It is very remarkable, consider- | 
ing the difficulties of transport in those 
days, with what speed Lord Raglan’s des- 
patches were published, and that course 
was pursued throughout the whole war. | 
Cherefore, when the Members of the 
House of Commons were called upon to 
vote the money, they were in a posi- 
tion to form some judgment not only 
as to the efficiency of the War Office, 
but also as to the way in which the war 
was being carried on. Many Members 
of the House will remember that there 
was a debate about the Spion Kop de- 
spatches in the month of May last, and I 
suppose it is in consequence of what took 
place then that there has been this cessa- 
tion in the publication of despatches. I 
should like to call the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to a passage from 
a regulation bearing upon this matter, 
which I think was referred to by the ex- 
Under Secretary of State for War, and 
which was read by Lord Lansdowne in | 
another place. It reads 

“It will rest with the Secretary of State for 
War, acting upon the advice of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, to determine what despatches 
shall be made public, and the manner in which 
they shall be made generally known.” 


The question I wish to ask is whether it 
was upon the advice of Lord Wolseley, | 
who until a few days ago was Commander- 
in-Chief, that no further despatches from | 
Lord Roberts have been published. We 
have been told that the publication of 
these despatches rests with the Secretary 
of State for War, acting upon the advice 
of the Commander-in-Chief, and it appears 
to me that the Government are not treat- 
ing the House fairly in coming again for 
another Vote without giving us the best 
information in their power to enable us 
to judge whether the money we have 
already voted has been well spent. 
Many hon. Members will remember the 
immediate occasion of the cessation, for 
it occurred at the close of a debate upon 
Spion Kop, when the right hon. Gentle- 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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|!man told us that the House should not 
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complain if the Minister for War declined 
to publish despatches or answer questions 
about despatches. And so, because the 
Government acted indiscreetly in pub- 
lishing one despatch, the House is to be 
deprived of all the despatches in future. 
That is all I have to say upon that point. 
Then there is the question of the promise 
of an inquiry into the organisation of the 
War Office and our whole system of 
national defence. I do not think that 
that point has been touched upon this 
session. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The only vote appro- 
priated by this Bill is that for carrying on 
the war in South Africa and China. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Perhaps 
my particular form of words did not pro- 
perly explain my argument. Before | 
vote for this money I should like to know 
how far the Government are going to 
redeem their promise made last session 
in order to induce us to vote sums of 
money in regard to Army reform. I do 
not think that this money will be well 
spent unless we have some immediate 
changes in regard to the War Office and 
our Army. It is evidently the opinion 
of the right hon. Gentleman that this 
war is going to be prolonged. We are 
now face to tace with sporadic encounters 
here and there. Weare going to keep 
some 200,000 men still in South Africa, 
and if this inquiry is held quickly per- 
haps some good will result from it. A 
detinite promise was made by Lord 
Salisbury on the 9th November, when he 
said that we must scrutinise every depart- 
ment connected with our national defence, 
and this is all the more necessary in view 
of the extraordinary miscalculation made 
by the Government in South Africa. 

*Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
need hardly say that, as far as I am _ con- 
cerned, I am entirely in favour of the 
principle of this Bill, and if the amount 
was for £160,000,000, and it was required 
in order to bring this war to a final and 
satisfactory conclusion, I should cheer- 
fully support it. I desire, however, to 
call the attention of the House to a 
certain specific matter affecting two bat- 
talions of the Imperial Yeomanry. I pass 
over the general principle of this Bill to 
the question of how some of this money 
is going to be spent, and to how some of 
/it has been spent. I want to call the 
attention of the House to the detention 
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of two battalions of the Imperial Yeo- 
manry—the 17th and 18th battalions— 
who formed part of the Rhodesian force, 
and who were sent out in April last and 
landed at Beira about May, and passed 
over the Beira Railway in order to take 
their part in the operations in Rhodesia. 
But before I call the attention of the 
House very shortly to this subject, I wish 
to make one or two preliminary observa 
tions. My statement deals with the 
detention of these two battalions in a 
very bad fever district through which the 
Beira Railway goes, and the result of that 
delay and the loss of life which occurred 
in consequence was due to some very 
serious mismanagement. Before I come 
to that fact I should like to say that I am 
making this statement entirely on my 
own initiative. I have not been re- 
quested by any officer or any man in that 
force to make any complaint about it. I 
think we ought to recognise that when 
men volunteer for the defence of their 
country and respond to the call of arms 
they take their chance of.the hardships 
and suffering which they may meet with 
in the field of battle or in the field opera- 
tions. The men I am talking about do 
not wish to complain of what they have 
suffered. The second preliminary point 
which I should like to mention is to 
answer the natural query—-What business 
have I in this matter beyond the fact 
that I am a Member of this House ? 
Well, I wish to say that I happen to be 
the individual who obtained authority 
from the War Office to recruit the corps. 
I only mention this fact in order to ask 
the House to grant me their indulgence 
in the matter. The third point I wish to 
make is that I have no complaint to make 
of any want of courtesy on the part of 
the War Office or of the way in whichthey 
have answered my correspondence in this 
matter. I have received long letters 
upon this subject, and I sent copies of 
them to the Secretary of State for War 
and to my right hon. friend’s predecessor 
in this House, the present Chief Secretary 
fér Ireland, and both these Ministers 
wrote me very sympathetic letters, and 
promised me an inquiry into the facts of 
the case. I wrote to my hon. friend the 
present Secretary of State for War asking 
for the result of that inquiry, and he sent 
me in reply a summary of the report of 
Sir Frederick Carrington, Commander of 
the Rhodesian Field Force, who had 
inquired into the matter. I have not | 
seen the complete report, but I have read 
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the summary, and [ should like to say 
that, in my humble opinion, that report 
is very unsatisfactory. It states that the 
delay of these two battalions on the Beira 
Railway was unavoidable, and that it was 
one of those inevitable accidents connected 
with operations in the field. I have to 
submit that this might have been avoided, 
and I make this assertion upon the facts 
represented to me. I have letters from 
some of the oflicers and men of the 
two battalions, and I have seen some 
of the men who were out there, and 
[ think that the responsibility for this 
occurrence ought to be pressed home on 
somebody. ‘This House should under- 
stand that the first sixty miles of the 
Beira Railway is the narrow gauge and 
the dangerous portion of the railway ex- 
tends for about 200 miles. Now Beira is 
one of the worst fever districts on the 
coast of that continent. Iam told that 
the principal means of subsistence at 
3eira is whisky and soda, which is 
necessitated by the climate. Unless your 
temperature is over 104 you are not con- 
sidered to be ill, but if it goes over that 
you are justified in going home and lying 
down. Otherwise you are expected to go 
about and do your business. That will 
show you what kind of a place Beira is. 
For about 150 miles inland it is. still 
worse. The country is full of game but 
it is reeking with fever. It was obviously, 
therefore, in any military operations, of 
the utmost importance to take your men 
over that railway with the utmost speed, 
and any commander with any foresight at 
all would be anxious to get his troopsover 
the railway with as little delay as possible. 
Well, [ believe that the colonials were 
not delayed, and I am very happy to 
think that they were conveyed over the 
line without any delay. But the two 
battalions of Imperial Yeomanry were de- 
layed twenty-three miles inland for six- 
teen days, and were then taken to 
3amboo Creek, the narrow gauge termi- 
nus, where they were kept for fourteen 
days more. One company of the 18th 
battalion Sharpshooters were camped for 
three weeks at the Horse Paddocks at 
Beira—a bad fever spot, where the land 
crabs cover the ground with slime—in 
charge of 1,400 horses. The general 
result was that in the two battalions 
twenty-two men died, 200 were invalided 
home, and the remainder of that fine bat- 
talion of 1,100 men were so saturated 
with malaria that they were completely 
incapacitated for a time; for, however 
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malaria into his system it takes months 
to get rid of it. In the words of one of 
them, 
Beira they were 1,100 of the finest young 


fellows that had ever left England, and | 
when they reached Pretoria they were | 
I should like | 


to say as an illustration of what stuff) 
belt. 


only a miserable remnant. 


they were made of, that in spite of their 
weak condition, they shot a rifle match 


with the Umtali Rifle Club, who hold the | 


championship of Rhodesia, and thoroughly 
beat them. The local newspapers said 
that no such shooting had ever been seen 
in South Africa. Now these men were 
worth looking after. Let me deal for a 
moment with the summary of Sir F. 
Carrington’s Report. He says that this 
delay was inevitable, that it was owing 
to the break of gauge at Bamboo Creek, 
and to the misrepresentations made to 
the military authorities by the railway 
manager in regard to the carrying capaci- 
ties of the railway. It is not my busi- 
ness to impute blame to anyone in par- 
ticular. I do not stand here to blame 
a distinguished soldier like Sir F. Car- 


rington, but I do say that there must | 
have been some mismanagement some- | 


where. As to the delay being 
inevitable, I challenge that conclusion and 
submit that ordinary business foresight 
on the part of the military authorities 
would have obviated this sad blunder. 
There were several ways to avoid delay. 
In the first place there was no reason why 
all the transports should have arrived at 
Beira at the same time. Some of them 
might have been detained for a time at 
Durban and been successively brought up 
to Beira, and so have enabled the troops 
to go through, one detachment after 
another, without causing a block. Then 
Laving brought them to Beira at the same 
time there was no reason why they should 
not have been kept on board the ship 
instead of being landed in such numbers 
and sent to camp on fever swamps. 
I am quite unable to understand why 
that was not done. I believe that after 
the steamers reached Beira there was a 
demurrage of £150 a day, but I do not 
suppose that that consideration entered 
into the minds of the military authorities. 
Then it is said in the Report that there 
was not sufficient rolling stock on the 
broad gauge section, but there was no 
reason why the troops, instead of being | 
planted down on fever swamps, should 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 
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strong a man may be, once having got the | not have been taken through at once 


‘to Umtali, and no further for the time. 


when these battalions landed at | 


' to enforce that control. 
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This was a healthy spot, and free from 
fever. This could, I believe, have well 
been done had the rolling stock been 
used more judiciously, and not used 
unnecessarily on the longer section to 
Marandallas, beyond Umtali, until all the 
troops were through the dangerous fever 
I want to ask my right hon. friend if 
he will give us more explanation than is 
found in the report in regard to the con- 
trol of this railway. He will correct me 
if Iam wrong, but I understand that at 
the time the Rhodesian field force arrived 
at Beira the railway was under the con- 
trol of the military authorities. The 
Report states that these did not exercise 
any actual control, but left it in the 
hands of the railway contractors and their 
manager, Mr. Lawley. Now, I cannot 
imagine a better arrangement to enable all 
parties concerned to escape responsibility. 
If you blame the military authorities 
they may say, “ We are not responsible, 
because we have not the actual control.” 
If you blame the actual managers they 
will say, “ We are not responsible, because 
the military authorities had the control 
of the line.” Responsibility must be 
brought home somewhere. We cannot 
alter the facts of the case now; they are 
part of history. But our object is to see 
that the War Office system, and the 
system of national defence are properly 
reformed, and if that is to be done we 
are bound to find out who i> responsible 
and so bring responsibility hom: in order 
to guard against a repetition of such 
blunders in future. I submit that, in the 
first place, if the rollin «tock on this line 
was not sufficient to tel’. these battalions 
of Imperial Yeomanr’ «rough the fever 
belt, then the military authorities ought 
to have ascertained that with absolute 
certainty. In the second place, if, as 
appears in the Report, the military 
authorities were misled iby the railway 
contractors as to the facilities for carry 
ing troops on the line, the responsibility 
ought to be fixed on the railway con- 
tractors and their managers. If the mili- 
tary authorities had the formal control 
of the line they ought to have taken steps 
Let me give an 
instance as to the absurd way in which 
the control was exercised. The Report 
speaks of the break of gauge causing 
delay. To my knowledge five non-com- 
missioned officers and men of the Sharp- 
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the break occurs, untrucked 215 horses 
in an hour and a quarter, and trucked 
them again. If sufficient rolling stock 
had been provided at this point, a delay 
of two or three weeks would not have 
occurred. Again after the Sharpshooters 
hattalion had been kept for three weeks 
at Bamboo Creek they themselves com- 
mandeered some trucks, and fitted them 
with sides to protect the troops, in spite 
of the assurances of the railway officials 
that there was no rolling stock avail- 
able. Unless they had thus taken the 
matter into their own hands they would 
not have got away as soon as they did. 
That shows that the management of the 
railway transport and the arrangement of 
the different sections was most inefficient ; 
and I most humbly resent the taking 
away the responsibility from the War 
Ottice by the statement that this was an 
inevitable state of things. I am _per- 
fectly well aware that you cannot carry 
on warlike operations 6,000 miles from 
this country without some inevitable 
mistakes and mishaps, but here 
you have a fine force, some of them the 
finest men and the finest shots in the 
country, and all of whom had left their 


lusinesses at the cost of a good deal of | 


money to themselves and friends—abso- 
lutely squandered by the delay of three 
weeks in what is known to be one of the 
worst fever districts in the whole of South 
Africa. I do not want to blame anyone 
unnecessarily, but I want to see the re- 
sponsibility placed on the quarter where 
it properly belongs. My right hon. friend 
has said that he is going to lay the Report 
of Sir F. Carrington on the Table of the 
House. I have taken the trouble to 
collect the facts from the men who were 
there—I hope it will not be thought pre- 
sumptious on my part—and I have placed 
these facts in a statement I have sent to 


my right hon. friend. I should like hin, if | It is a question in regard to the Reservists 
he would, to place that statement on the | v 


Table along with the other documents. I | 


hope that whatever we doin the future in 
carrying on our wars, we shall make our 


arrangements on a better footing than we | 


have apparently hitherto done. In a 
daily paper this morning I saw a form of 
words which exactly expresses my 
meaning. I do not know who the writer 


is ; he writes anonymously ; but he says— | 


“T appeal to business men. Given a large 
technical business, employing a great number 
of workpeople and: containing many different 
departments. Put in absolute control a man 
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shooters Corps at Bamboo Creek, where 


who has made such a business his life’s study, 
and who understands every detail. The result 
will be success. Make such a man _ sub- 
servient to a gentleman . who is entirely 
ignorant of the business, and the result will 
be failure. Surely this rule applies also to 
matters of State.” 

I hope the matter will be pressed home, 
and this want of business capability will 
disappear from the management of our 
nativnal defences. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I sympathise 
most warmly with the woes of the 
Sharpshooters, but the hon. Member has 
only confirmed what we have said on this 
side of the House, that when in this 
South African business there is an oppor- 
tunity to muddle, muddling takes place. 
I have not risen, however, to discuss that 
point. I think that although this session 
has been a short one, we may congratu- 
late ourselves on this side of the House 
as to what has taken place. We are in 
a small minority. We have not the 
advantage of a large and dominant 
majority ; but, on the whole, although 
we, of course, have not been able to beat 
the Government by our votes, yet we 
have thoroughly singed their wings. I 
think if the country at large were con- 
sulted now on this South African 
‘business it would return a somewhat 
different verdict to what it did at the 
General Election. For my parc I con- 
sider that the session has been a session 
of inquiry and investigation, and I regard 
.the Government as being much in the 
position of a person who has been brought 
before a magistrate and has been com- 
mitted to the February Assizes. When 
the February Assizes come on and the 
issues are in we shall have a very great 
deal more to say to the Government than 
we have had the opportunity of doing on 
the present occasion. There is a minor 
point I would again press on the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War. 


and their families. You give a Reservist’s 
wife ls. a day and his children 1s. 3d. 
I say it is quite impossible that they can 
live in the same decent comfort as when 
the husband was earning large wages, on 
that small pittance. The consequence is 
that in almost every town in the country 
public subscriptions have flowed in to 
supplement the Government allowance. 


| But these subscriptions cannot last for 
ever, and I do think if you cannot allow 
these Reservists to come back to England, 

the very least you can do is to keep their 
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families here in decent comfort. I have Mr. LABOUCHERE: I did it in the 


been attacked for not having a sufficient 
sentiment of vicarious patriotism in 
thinking how these soldiers have con- 
ducted themselves in the field. I say 
they have conducted themselves very 
well; but there are many in this 
House who blow their own trum- 
pets. For my part I take more 
interest in their wives and children than 
in the soldiers themselves. I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to see that the 
allowances to their families are increased, 
and that they should not have to depend 
upon public charity, which, to a certain 
extent, is dried up. I wish to call the 
attention of the House to a statement 
made by the right hon. Gentleman last 
night—-the most extraordinary statement 
that has yet been made in connection 
with affairs in South Africa by the 
Government. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that Sir A. Milner—I will quote from 
The Times 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not a question that can now be raised. 
Sir A. Milner’s position does not arise on 
this Bill. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I am raising 
the question in this way because I have 
doubts and hesitations in my own mind 
whether I ought to vote for this Bill. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member’s 
mind may be swayed by the most irrele- 
vant considerations. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Why I have 
doubts is this, that I conceive that if 
this statement is not contradicted it is 
rain and useless for us to vote money in 
the way we are doing, because the war 
will be perpetuated for ever and there 
will be no peace or harmony in South 
Africa. Perhaps I may allude to the 
fact 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 





ject further. 


The | é ‘ h 
hon. Member must not pursue the sub- | that some proposal should be made to the 


are 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I will mend my | 


| out, they should be put in a position in 


ways, Mr. Speaker. I will not even go 
so far as to hope that before the debate 
is over the right hon. Gentleman will tell 


| autonomy. 


us that all those who distrust Sir A. | 


Milner—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must ask the hon. Member to observe my 
ruling. He is now persisting in discus- 
sing a topic which I have told him is not 
in order. 

Mr. Labouchere. 


interests of the country. Perhaps it is 
right that the statement should go to 
South Africa as it stands. I am not very 
clear in my own mind, and if I were to 
ask hon. Members opposite I am sure 
they would also say that they were not 
clear in their minds, as to what is going 
to be done in South Africa. We have 
had statements here and in the other 
House in regards to how the war is going 
to be conducted ; but I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman, before this House 
breaks up, to more clearly tell us some- 
thing in regard to this burning and 
devastating of the countryin South Africa. 
So far as I have been able to gather, the 
proclamations of Lord Roberts are to be 
in some way modified. I believe myself 
that if you want to crush out a national 
resistance in any country it is impossible 
to do so without the means taken in the 
present war. As I understand, some sort 
of change is going to be made, but I do 
not believe that if you really intend to 
carry out what you say is your object, 
you will ever be able to do so 
without practically and to all intents 
and purposes using the means you 
have already employed. I suggest an 
alternative to that. I do not believe the 
Boers are likely to surrender. My _ belief 
is that, although probably a considerable 
number of adventurous spirits are fight- 
ing for fighting’s sake, there are also in 
these commandoes numerous Boers who 
exceedingly desirous that their 
country should not cease to exist as a 
separate country, and that they are fight- 
ing, as we ourselves would fight, for what 
they consider is the noblest of all causes. 
I admit fully that we cannot go back to 
the status quo vnte, and that there must be 
an annexation of these two Republics to 
the political area of the Empire. But it 
seems to me that it would be desirable 


Boers that, subject to every precaution 
that can suggest itself to the mind of 
man to prevent a second war breaking 


which they would have some kind of 
Take the case of the Native 
States in India. The subjects of one of 
these States are not subjects of the British 
Empire, but of the ruler of the State. 
I cannot help thinking that the Govern- 
ment might very easily, if it would give 
its mind to the question, make some sort 
of proposal that would be perfectly safe 
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to us, and at the same time would give to 
the Boers what may be termed a special 


reserve, where they might live under | 


their own laws, and according to their 
own habits, and call themselves Boers if 
they preferred that. We go on telling 
them that it is a great and glorious thing 
to be a British citizen. In the same way 
a German thinks it a great and glorious 
thing to be a German citizen ; but if the 
Germans were to invade this country there 
would be a national resistance, and we 
would say that we prefer to be British 
rather than German citizens. Take the 
case of Scotland. History does not regard 
Wallace as a mercenary or a robber. He 
did his duty to his country by fighting 
against the English to the death, and I am 
not prepared to blame the Boers resisting 
to the bitter end. I tell the Government 
they may depend upon it that if the Boer 
resistance goes on, and if, as a necessary 
consequence, they have to fall back on 
these burnings and devastations now 
going on, the British public will not 
much longer stand it. There is a strong 
feeling already growing up against it. 
We know perfectly well that there have 
been other cases before in which we have 
expressed our opinion, in regard to such 
transactions, We know what happened 
in Bulgaria. The Turks wanted to crush 
out the Bulgarian nationality, and they 
were obliged to do so in the same way in 
which we are carrying on this war. 
[| Hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.] I say that 
the Turks were obliged to devastate the 
country in Bulgaria and to burn down 
the houses. It is a necessary conse- 
quence of policy, and I am not blaming 
the Government or the military authori. 
ties. Those who are old enough to remem- 
ber will recall the feeling that was excited 
by the occupation of Italy by Austria, 
and I say, looking at the past history of 


England and the feeling that has been | 
elicited in England undersomewhat similar 

circumstances, I certainly believe that | 
the Boers have only to continue to resist | 
for a certain time, and we to combat that | 


resistance by military measures in the 
only way we can, to excite the senti- 
ment of this country to a pitch that it 
will be impossible for the Government to 
control, and they would be com-| 
pelled to give more advantageous | 
terms. What we want to do is to. 
establish peace and prosperity in 
South Africa. I want the South African 
Colonies to be united tous in the bonds of | 
friendship, and that is why I urge that 
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| every effort should be made to arrive at 
the end of the war. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said the 
question he desired to raise was the posi- 
tion of the Imperial Yeomanry at the pre- 
sent time. The position taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman was that the 
Yeomanry had eniisted for the period of 
the war, and that so long as the war 
lasted the Government had a right to the 
services of the Yeomanry in South 
Africa. ‘That might be the letter of the 
agreement, but it certainly was not the 
spirit of it. The Yeomanry came forward 
at atime of national peril to assist the 
Government at a time when the military 
force was at its lowest. It was composed 
of men of all classes and occupations, and 
only enlisted to assist so long as the war 
continued on a large scale. ‘lhe war was 
now practically over, and police duty was 
not the sort of work for which the 
Yeomanry were required. He felt most 
strongly upon the matter, and considered 
that if the Government insisted upon the 
Yeomanry remaining in South Africa 
until all military operations were com- 
completed they were violating the spirit 
of the agreement into which they had 
entered with that body. He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War would see his way to 
relieve them from further service. He 
had seen it stated that the Chinese 
regiment at Wei-hai-wei had been en- 
gaged in operations for the relief of 
Peking. He would like to hear from the 
right hon. Gentleman in what capacity the 
regiment had _ acted, and whether that 
regiment had distinguished itself or not. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) dissociated himself entirely from 
the position taken up by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chester. Everybody admired the 
way in which these Volunteer forces 
came forward at a time when there was a 
check to British arms in South Africa, at 
the risk not only of their lives, but the 
loss of their prospects in their various 
professions and occupations, in order to 


‘assist the Government so far as they 


could in maintaining the honour and 


‘integrity of the Empire. It was a gallant 


and praiseworthy act, which had a great 
moral effect not only on this country, but 
on the world at large ; but it was hardly 


| fitting that the Government should allow 


any claim that these men should 
judge for themselves as to the proper 


‘time for them to come home. They 


Xl 
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undertook to serve during the war, | tached to the territorial regiment which 


and it was not for them to say when the 
war had come to an end or when their 
services were no longer required. Many of 
the Yeomanry who when they joined were 
perfectly raw and had only a most rudi- 
mentary knowledge of military service 
had become some of the finest soldiers in 
the Army. Some had become most effi- 
cient scouts and light cavalry only second 
—-for indeed they were second—-to our 
colonial troops, and they had gained im- 
mortal honour. It might be that in the 
Army broken up into detachments to 


put down this guerilla warfare they were | 


doing as efficient service as any done when 
our torces were fighting in large detach- 
ments. They had been engaged for the war, 
and were now occupied in bringing the 
war to an end and pacifying the country, 
and it was not for the House to protest 
at their being kept in South Africa, and 
he hoped there would be no attempt to 
interfere with the military authorities in 
this matter. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he desired to support the very sensible 
and experienced view that had just been 
expressed. If there had been a mistake 
in this matter it was that the Government 
originally allowed the Yeomanry, as Yeo- 
manry, to enlist at all. Undue prefe- 
rence had been given to certain sections 


of men in this war, and if ever Great | 


Britain was placed in a similar position he 
hoped the Government would be influenced 
by the lessons taught by the experience of 
these particular regiments, the Yeomanry, 
Lovat’s Scouts, and other sections of 
Volunteers, and that they would see how 
unjust it was to the Regulars and Militia 
that these Volunteers should be split up 
into regiments—class —_ regiments—as 
against the Regulars, who, after all, would 
have to see the thing through. Six hun- 
dred Cavalry enlisted, and should have 
heen attached to some regiment, instead 
of which they were formed into one regi- 
ment, described by Tommy Atkins as the 
* Dandy Regiment ” We had regiments 
under noble lords and distinguished gen- 
tlemen whose idea was that the war was 
to be a picnic and medal-hunting expedi- 
tion. Every man who volunteered for 
this war and wished to join a Cavalry 
regiment should have been attached to an 
additional squadron of regular cavalry ; 
every man who desired to join a 
foot regiment should have been at- 


Sir J. Fergusson. 


he wished to join; if a Volunteer 
Artilleryman he should have been at 
tached to a regular battery. He made 
these observations because this preferen- 
tial treatment had created a profound 
feeling of dissatisfaction, amounting in 
some cases to positive jealousy, among the 


men who would have to see the war 
through. This sort of thing ought to be 


avoided in the future. We ought not to 
have a Brigade of Guards which had done 
its work extremely well receiving 1s. 2d. 
a day, while a special corps was getting 
5s.a day. While Rundle’s half-starved 
regulars were pulling the chestnuts out of 


| the fire for the Colonial Secretary, these 


were sheltering behind 
Fortnum and Mason’s 

tinned food. If this 
war there ought not 
to be any distinction in _ treat- 
ment of the men. If patriotism was the 
inspiring motive to make men fight, then a 
man ought to be as glad to fight with the 
Tower Hamlets workman as with the 
Yeomanry, which is now crying out to be 
sent home. If we were to maintain a 
Volunteer Army it could only be done on 
one footing, which should be that the 
whole force should have a co-equal share in 
the burden and hardships of the campaign, 
and that every soldier, whether a gas- 
stoker, an aristocrat, or a farmer, should 
he equal in war with his fellows. It was a 
disgrace to the honour and best traditions 
of the British Army that, when the war 
broke out, any man with a title had only 
to land at Cape Town to be immediately 
attached to the general staff, to the ex- 
clusion of fine soldiers, company officers, 
who by distinguished work in other 
campaigns had a right to a position 
on the general staff—a right to the 
prizes which war offers to all. But in 
this campaign Lord Roberts had been 
surrounded by a ring fence of younger 
sons, many of whom had not earned 
their spurs in any quarter of the globe. 
This was causing great dissatisfaction 
among the officers of the Army. If we 
were to have an Army and give en- 
couragement to our officers, many of 
whom had done admirable work, it 
should not be possible, when there was 
staff promotion, for men with only 


special corps 
zarebas of 
delicacies and 
was a just 


| political influence or back-stairs power to 


secure a position which only fighting 
ability and patriotic zeal should entitle 
them to have. He hoped that this war 
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would put an end to this sort of thing. 
Let all men come under one discipline in 
the battlefield. If that was done we should 
get patriotic soldiers. If it was not done, 
the rank and file of our Army would be dis- 
satisfied, and we should not get recruits, 
because no one would enter the Army 
when it was proved that you had to be a 
gamekeeper to Lord So-and-So before you 
could become a sergeant-major and get a 
commission. With regard to the money 
which had been asked for, the House had 
been asked for £16,000,000 to bring this 
war to a conclusion ; and a great deal of 
that money would be spent upon stores 
of various kinds which were very badly 
needed, and upon food which was not 
there in the quantity that it should be. 
He had received a letter from the father 
of one of the Volunteers, enclosing a 
cntting which had come from his son who 
had eut it out of a Rhodesian paper, 
which stated how at Salisbury there were 
sold, for ridiculously low prices, great 
quantities of overcoats, provisions, saddles, 
and other necessaries at a time when our 
soldiers were suffering from exposure to 
the cold and were short of food. That 
savoured rather of what happened in the 
Crimean War. Apparently we were 
sending stores, saddles, overcoats, 
and food out in sufficient quanti- 
ties, if it were only properly  dis- 
tributed and reached the men at the 
right place at the right time. It ap- 
peared to him, in the face of the para- 
graph which he had just read, that the 
Secretary of State for War ought to in- 
quire how it was that in many portions 
of South Africa men were contracting 
rheumatism owing to improper clothing, 
while these things were being sold at 
these low prices in other parts of the 
country. It was the duty of the Secre- 
tary of State for War to inquire into 
this matter, and to ascertain whether the 
facts that he had brought to the attention 
of the House were true. If they were 
true it was a reflection upon the War 
Office, and was a reason for some officer, 
whoever he might be, being brought home 
and immediately cashiered for allowing 
stores to accumulate where they were 
not required. Asa great portion of the 
£16,000,000 the House was then voting 
would be expended on these things, he 
had thought it was his duty to bring 
that paragraph to the attention of the 
House, and to. state from his place 
what was the general view of the British 
Army. Out of the 24,000 men on 
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the register in the constituency he re- 
presented nearly:800 were out at the 
front, and, being near the Guards’ bar- 
racks as he was, he knew an enormous 
number of Reserve men in London, and 
he knew the view of the average soldier. 
These men did not complain about short 
rations, or of having to march with boots 
half off their feet, or of dying as the brave 
fellows had done, but what they did feel 
keenly was the differential treatment in 
pay, status, and social condition. If the 
class distinctions made in this campaign 
were to prevail, we should be driven to 
conscription to get our Army. The only 
thing which bound the Army together 
was comradeship. It was a mistake, a 
blunder, and might be some day a crime, 
and it was in order to save the military 
authorities from a more serious mistake 
in the future that he now ventured to 
express the views of every Reserve man, 
every Militiaman, and every man in the 
Regular Army. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): When the hon. Member and I 
rose together I gave way to him, and I 
am glad that I gave way. If I had not 
done so I should not have had the oppor- 
tunity of repudiating on behalf of the 
Army one of the most regrettable 
speeches I have ever heard in my life. I 
have listened to a good many Army 
debates, but a more inaccurate and a 
more unjustifiable speech, a speech worse 
in tone and in temper, I never listened 
to. It contained innuendoes which the 
hon. Member could not support by a 
single instance. It was a speech of 
accusation for which he had no authority 
whatever to quote to the House, a speech 
of pretension to speak on behalf of the 
rank and file of the Army. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS: Mr. Speaker, I 
did not pretend to speak on behalf of the 
rank and file of the Army. What I did 
say and what I adhere to is that that 
portion of the rank and file of the Army 
who have been invalided home, with 
whom I have had conversation, endorse 
my view, and it is only that section 
whose opinion I voice. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
made an allusion to the 24,000 electors 
of Battersea. I venture to say that out 
of the electors in my division there are 
more who are serving in the Army than 
out of the hon. Member’s division. I have 
come in contact with a good many of 








785 Consolidated Fund 


them, and I undertake to say that they 
will repudiate the view which has been 
put forward by the hon. Member. 
is the meaning of these statements about 
the preferential treatment ot the Imperial 
Yeomanry or Volunteers 4 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman deny that the Australians 
are getting 5s. and our men only Is. 2d. ¢ 


Mr. BRODRICK: I deny that the 
Imperial Yeomanry or Volunteers have 
not shared alike with the Regular Army 
in every one of the fatigues and privations 
of the campaign. What the hon. Mem- 
ber complained of is that any allusion 
should be made to their services, because 
he urges they are Volunteers and ought 
tohave been proud togo. What meant that 
ajlusion—an allusion, which, I think, was 
one of the most ungenerous ever made in 
the House of Commons-—about Volunteers 
hiding behind Fortnum and Mason’s pro- 
visions? The hon. Member 
support that. It was unworthy of the 
hon. Member and the House. I should 
like to see him go to any regiment of the 
Line and make th: it insinuation about the 
Volunteers who have served in the ranks. 
Coming to my own county, the regi- 
ment of West Surrey have had I[ 
do not know how many Volunteers from 
my own neighbourhood serving with 
them for nine “months of this campaign. 
Ask them whether the Volunteer com- 
pany of that regiment has not shared 
every fatigue and privation without a 
single grumble. The hon. Member has 
no authority, no proof, no vestige of 
justification for the attacks on these 


Volunteers, who have given up every- 
thing to serve the Queen, as hiding 


behind Fortnum and Mason’s provisions. 
I could say a good deal more. ‘To-morrow 
it will be known that the man who has 
represented so long so large a body of 
working men has so detracted from the 
reputation he has deservedly gained in 
this House, and so presumed on the posi- 
tion which he occupies. I am only sorry 
that there should have been a 
debate of this character. As regards 
the Yeomanry, the Volunteers, and 
the Militia, who are as much 
Volunteers in this business as the others, 
they have probably in their ranks a 
larger proportion of married men and men 
who have left their business than any | 
other class in the Army. 


What | 


cannot 
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will give the utmost consideration we can 
when circumstances which, I hope, will 
not be far distant will enable us to recall 


troops, but at the present moment, as | 


pointed out to the House two nights ago, 
we have got to consider first of all the 
exigencies of the campaign. As soon as 
circumstances admit of it, we will release 
those whom we can spare. I hope that will 


| not be, as I said, at any great distance of 


I would say on | 


time. Several other points of g great import- 
ance have been raised to- night before the 
House was as full as it is at this moment, 
and I will very briefly deal with the in- 
dictment brought by my hon. friend the 
Member for St. Helens. I am perfectly 
willing to take for the War Office any 
blame that itcan possibly bear, but inregard 
to Beira it would be an abuse of the term 
to ask the War Office to bear any share 
of that blame. The expedition from 
Beira to Rhodesia was not organised by 
the War Oftice. Lord Roberts, command- 
ing at the front, made up his mind to do 
something towards the relief of Mafeking 
through Rhodesia. The circumstances 
were very peculiar. Beira is Portuguese 
territory. It is not British territory. 
The railway the troops had to operate 
by was not an English railway, and 
it happened at tiis moment to 
be in process of conversion from 
the narrow gauge to the broad gauge. 
In the month of March we were assured 
that the total conversion of the railway 
had taken place. In the month of April, 
when we began to lard troops there, 220 
miles had been converted to broad gauge, 
and 60 were still narrow gauge. 1 
believe the British officers did everything 
they could to push forward the troops, 
but it was impossible to keep them for a 
prolonged period on foreign territory ; 
was equally impossible without the na 
way to get them forward, and un- 
doubtedly, as my hon. friend says, at 
Bamboo Creek some of the men were 
encamped for more than a fortnight, and 
a large number caught fever. This is due 
to one of the exigencies of war. Iam not 
prepared, even if it were possible, in a 
case like that to make any officer account- 
able for circumstances as regards a 
railway over which we had no control. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR: May I interrupt 
the right hon. Gentleman for a moment ! 
Is it not a fact that the military authori- 
ties had nominal control of the railway 


behalf of all the men that to them we | at the time ? 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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Mr. BRODRICK : 
The question is simply, Had you 
got materials on the spot? There 
was no time to make an exhaustive 
examination of everything. The rolling m 
stock turned out to be defective. None 
of these things were under the control of 
the War Office. The effort of every 
officer and man in that place was directed 
to getting through to the relief of Mafe- 
king. As it happened, one of the most 
important items in that relief was the 
arrival of the Canadian battery. I am 
far from saying that, when you ‘have got 


Nominal control! 


au very serious * difficulty of that kind to | 


deal with, and when you consider what a 


blow it would have been to this Empire | 


if Mafeking had had to surrender, we 
should censure officers who ran the risk 
of keeping troops there in order that they 
might get forward as soon as those defec- 
tive engines would take them over the 
ground. The troops underwent severe 
experiences, and I would not be behind- 
hand in taking up the matter from 
that point of view ; but in these matters 
it is not our business simply to find out 
whether there is anybody we can hang. 
The question is whether what occurred 
was due to the exigencies of war. The hon. 
Member for North Islington has put a very 
pertinent question to me; he has asked 
whether troops were sent out without any 
experience in musketry. Up to about a 
month ago some very young drafts had 
heen sent out with a view of attaching 
them to Militia battalions on the line of 
communications. I had considerable 
doubts as to the desirability of the pro- 
cedure, and about three weeks ago I gave 
orders that no more drafts should be 
sent out under those conditions. My 
hon. friend touched a delicate question 
when he spoke of officers being sent home 
because they had failed during the war. 
The hon. Gentleman asked whether 
those who were not considered fit 
to hold commands during a campaign 
would be considered suitable to 
hold commands at home. Fach case 
must be decided on its own merits, but I 
can, perhaps, go as far as to say that I 
have been in telegraphic communication 
with Lord Roberts as to some individual 
cases. So far as I am concerned, unless 


in some very exceptional cases, I cer- 
tainly should not be prepared to recom- 
mend for a command at home an officer 
who has been sent home because he has 
failed to fulfil a command to the satisfac- 
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tion of the Commander. in-Chief in South 
Africa. I hope I shall not be pressed 
further on the subject. I can assure the 
House that the general spirit in which the 

matter will be approached will be one that 
will be by no means inclined to that spirit 
of leniency which every man of good 
nature would like to adopt, but w hich, I 
think, is altogether unsuitable when it 
comes to dealing with the training of 
troops and to giving commands to men 
who may in future he expected to 
exercise them in the field. My hon. 
friend also asked me in regard to officers 
who have returned home while their regi- 
ments are still at thefront. He said that 
distinguished officers were coming back 
from the seat of war, and yet the mass 
of the troops still remained there. 


Mr. BARTLEY : Their own regiments. 


Mr. BRODRICK : [ would just correct 
a misapprehension. It is obvious, now 
that the war is broken up into small 
operations, it is unnecessary to keep the 
large number of gener: us commanding 
divisions, and, indeed, commanding 
brigades, who were employed when the 
war was taking place upon a larger scale. 
I am not aware of any officers having left 
except those who have returned with the 
direct leave of Lord Roberts and those 
who have been invalided home. I believe 
some few exceptions have possibly been 
made in the case of Members of Parlia- 
ment, and, really, I do not think the 
House of Commons and the House of Lords 
have any reason to be ashamed of the 
part their Members have taken in this 
campaign. Of course, it must be under- 
stood that when a man has Parliamentary 
duties to fulfil some little latitude must 
be allowed to a general in deciding 
whether such men are to be precluded 
altogether from serving with the forces 
or w vhether they are to be allowed some 
consideration owing to their Parliamen- 
tary duties. Generally speaking, the 
position is perfectly clear ; officers, who- 
ever they may be and whatever their 
social condition, will remain with their 
regiments so long as their regiments 
have to stay abroad. I think my hon. 
friend will find, if he goes into details, 
that that rule has been carefully observed. 
So far as I am concerned, those questions 
which have been brought before the 
House, even though I have not been able 
to answer all of them, will not go without 
notice. 
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Mr.CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich): 
So far as the rank and file of the Army are 
concerned, and so far as the experience 
of practical men is concerned, | would | 
rather take the opinion of the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Battersea than that of the right ' 
hon. Gentleman. I am one of those men | 
who fought at the General Election under | 
somewhat difficult circumstances. I am one 
of those who were called traitors to their | 
country. I do not think that I was a 
traitor then, or that I am a traitor now. 
I was called a traitor because I did not 
believe in the policy of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Colonies. 
I believe when the right hon. Gentleman ; 
said this would be a long and bitter war, 
and that it would leave the seeds of 
disaffection for generations, he was speak- 
ing the truth. I believe when he said 
that we should not carry the Dutchmen 
with us that he was speaking what was 
true statesmanship. We have not carried 
the Dutchmen of Cape Colony with us 
in our policy. The Dutchmen of Cape 
Colony and the Orange Free State were 
against President Kruger. I do not 
think that the loyal Dutchman of Cape 
Colony likes to be called a traitor, but 
when he comes to read the debate in 
this House he will know that that is 
what is said of him because he dis 
approves of the action of Sir Alfred- 
Milner. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was not in 
order to refer to that matter now. 


Mr. CAWLEY: With reference to 
the Yeomanry and the Volunteers, it 
should be remembered that they went 
out to remain until the war was over. 
Now we are told that the war is over, 
and that it has degenerated into a guerilla 
war. I think the war is not over. The 
war is going on, and the Yeomanry are 
wanted and will have to stay there. I 
agree with the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for North-east Manchester that 
they must learn that one of their first 
duties is to be obedient to those above 
them. I only wish that this war may 
soon come to a close, but I do not think 
that the speeches which we have heard 
on the other side are quite likely to bring 
it to a close. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
Having personally had the honour of 
serving in the Yeomanry with what has 
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been called Rundle’s half-starved division, 
I feel bound to rise if only to assure the hon. 
Member for Battersea that the existence of 
jealousy between the Regular forces and 
the Yeomanry and Volunteers is entirely 
a fiction of his imagination. The Yeo- 
manry are proud of having been treated 
absolutely in the same way as every 
other man in the division. I may tell 
you that they suffered the same hardships 
and experienced the same want of food, 
We were on the very best of 
terms with the Guardsmen in the divi- 


sion, who were kind enough to help us in 


difficult circumstances, and we were only 
too glad to return those kindnesses 
whenever we were able, and I am 


‘sure that every Guardsman in General 


Rundle’s force will bear out what I say. 
The Yeomanry certainly suffered, as did 
every man in the division, but they re- 
cognised that they could not take part in 
a war without undergoing hardship, and 
therefore they endured their hardships 
as good soldiers should. The hon. Mem- 
ber has alluded to Lindley. I should ad- 
vise hon. Members in this House and 
any of those who have been at home 
during the operations to refrain from 
criticising men who for five days and five 
nights fought in circumstances which 
any man at home would have looked 
upon asa frightful experience. I thank 
hon. Gentlemen for listening to me. | 
thought I must intervene in the inte- 
rest of men with whom I have lived 
so long, and to whom I have become so 
deeply attached. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I would not 
have intervened in this debate but for 
two causes. The first is the after dinner 
display of manners which we have had 
while my hon. friend the Member for 
Battersea was speaking, and the second is 
the ebullition of temper shown by the 
Secretary of State for War in replying to 
the hon. Member. Anyone who took the 
trouble to listen to the remarks of the 
hon. Member for Battersea would under- 
stand that they were meant to apply 
exclusively to the regiment known as the 
Duke of Cambridge’s Own. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Totnes has given 
,us the officer’s view of what the Army 
| feels, which is about as valuable as what 
the employer thinks of what the work- 
{man feels. Last night I travelled from 
London to Crewe with three soldiers, home 
,on sick leave, belonging to the South 
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Lancashire Fusiliers. If hon. Members 
could have heard the conversation which 


those three men carried on amongst them- | 
selves they would have altered their | 


opinions as to the feelings prevailing in 
the army in South Africa. If one tithe 
of what they said were true we are 
on the eve of a mutiny among the 
rank and file in South Africa, largely the 
outcome of the favouritism shown to 
certain regiments. I do not know that 


it would be in order to inform the House | 


of one remark of one of the three men. 
When they learned that Michael Davitt 
was going out to South Africa a thrill of 
relief went through the Army because of 
the impression that he had come to 
organise the revolt for which they were 
prepared. In conversation one of them 
declared that should he return again to 
South Africa it would be to enlist under 
De Wet as a protest against the treat- 
ment to which the men had been sub- 
jected. I want to call the attention of 
the Secretary of State for War to state- 
ments occurring in letters from the front. 
One is as to the punishment meted out to 
men who fall out on the line of march, 
even to obtain a drink of water when 
thirsty. I cannot vouch for the state- 
ment, but it has been made, and has to 
be answered. Eight men came home in 
the ship with the three South Lan- 
cashire Fusiliers to whom I have re- 
ferred. [“ Names.”] I will give the 
names to the Secretary of State for War 
if he desires them. These men had been 
sentenced to terms of imprisonment of 
from three to five years, some of them 
for having fallen out on the line of march 
to take a drink of water by the roadside. 
In the case of others the charge was one 
of so-called malingering. I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he will produce 
the list of punishments imposed upon met 
in South Africa for the offences I have 
mentioned. The result of this treatment 
is likely to be the impossibility of 
getting Volunteers to enlist at any 
cost. The truth about the war is 
now becoming known. The men in 
the field understand what they are there 
for. They have seen the Boers ; they have 


fought with them; they have chummed | 


with them; and nine out of ten of the 
soldiers in South Africa if they had their 
choice would be fighting to-day under 
De Wet and helping the Boers to re- 
cover their independence. There are 
three classes in the country who still 
favour the war. There are those who 
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|make something out of it, either as 
| contractors or as shareholders in com- 
panies ; there are the people who know 
nothing about the facts, the “men in the 


| street,” as they are called ; and there are 


those who are lost beyond redemption 
to all sense of honour and truth. These 
classes continue to support the war, 
but there is rising up in every con- 
stituency a feeling of protest against the 
further continuance of these operations. 
The more the truth becomes known 
the less defensible the war seems to be. 
I trust the hon. Member who opened 
this discussion will go to a division, 
because as a newly-returned Member I 
desire to have every opportunity in the 
division lobby of recording my protest 
against the blood-guiltiness of the nation. 
The men in the field against us are not 
being treated in a manner worthy of their 
courage, their humanity, and their devo- 
tion to their freedom. If the Govern- 
ment could but realise how much this 
country would gain and the Empire benefit 
by meeting the heads of the Boer army 
and of the two Republics in consultation 
in order to agree upon a peaceful future 
course in South Africa, I feel certain they 
would not hesitate to take that step. A 
gentleman not unknown in this House, 
and whose name was on all lips on a cer- 
tain morning in December some five years 
ago, and who is in London at this moment 
on a visit from South Africa, has, in con- 
versation, been justifying the war. Here 
is a summary of what he says— 

** But for the war, in a few years from now, 
when President Kruger had either died or 
given up office, there would nave been a rap- 
prochement between the progressive forces of 
the Transvaal and the progressive forces 
throughout South Africa, and they would 
have offered to this country a federated South 
Africa under the Union Jack and such a sub- 
sidy towards Imperial defence as is undreamt 
of by any other colony.” 

Had that come to pass the loyal Dutch 
subjects at the Cape would have ruled 
South Africa, and Rhodes and Beit and 
Eckstein, and others of that unholy 
gang would have occupied their right- 
ful places. It is to prevent this that 
we are spending our blood and _trea- 
sure, and every day that passes is 
bringing fresh light to the minds of 
the people, and making them feel that 
capitalism in South Africa as at home is 
becoming a menace to the progress and 
peace of the nation and must be held in 


strong check. I rose in the first place 


because of the unmannerly interruptions 
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from the opposite benches, and because, 
although in the streets the myrmidons of 
the war party may smash our heads and 
sometimes close our lips, yet in this 
House we should insist upon freedom of 
speech for even the smallest minority. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY : Because [I rose a 
moment ago to ask a question the hon. 
Member for the Totnes Division seems 
to suppose there was some reflection of 
cowardice against those who took part in 
the transaction. The very reverse is 
the fact. In July last 1 protested against 
the manner in which a number of Irish 
troops at Lindley were led into a trap by 
the folly of an officer, and I rose to-night 


only to ask for further information on the | 


subject, not to cast the slightest suspicion 
on the gallantry of my countrymen. It isa 
peculiarly English characteristic to charge 
men with cowardice according to the side 
they are on. When the Irish are with 
the Boers they are drunkards and 
scoundrels, ravishers and assassins, but 
the moment they put on the scarlet coat 
they become brilliant Irish soldiers at 
once. It is exactly the same thing with 
the Irish Members of this House—the 
side upon which they sit makes all the 
difference. Is it a crime to ask 
for an explanation of the Lindley 
disaster? That this Irish regiment 
was driven to surrender because of the 
mismanagement of certain English com- 
manders I greatly deplore, because it is 
a humiliation I very much dislike to see 
upon a gallant body of my own country- 
men, although I entirely differ with them 
in political views. They were ordered to 
Lindley by Colonel Colville, | understand 

I go only by the newspapers, and 
cannot vouch for the fact—and_ the 
moment they got near Lindley the 
colonel said “Good evening,” and turned 
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of this war from authorised sources? When 
the Government so easily get Supply it is 
very unusual that hon. Members should 
be howled down. [do not say that generals 
who are fairly busily engaged should sit 
down and write this narrative ; but, for 
instance, Lord Stanley is out there ; he is 
only censor ; and there are other gentle- 
men of great competency who might 
fulfil this duty. We are fairly entitled 
to have a consecutive account of the 
operations of this war befere we 
vote all this money. The Germans in the 
war of 1870 did not minimise the checks 
or reverses they received, but rather set 
them out with great frankness and 
austerity as warnings to future genera- 
tions. Another point I wish to raise is 
as to the great inconsiderateness with 
which inquirers as to casualties have been 
treated by the War Office. The Protes- 
tant sexton of my parish had three sons 
at the war, one of whom was badly 
wounded. He is a poor man, but in 
order to get information concerning his 
son he came over to London ; he sent a 
cable and prepaid the reply, but after 
waiting for six weeks he could get no 
answer as to whether his son was dead or 
alive, notwithstanding the fact that all 
the time messages were passing as to the 
sons of big peeple. Yet we are told there 
is no distinction made between officers 
and soldiers! I wrote to the War Office 
asking whethker they could not relieve 
this poor father’s mind, and instead of 
getting any kind of courteous or reason- 
able reply, the only answer I got was that 
owing to the crush of work the War 


Office was wholly unable to pay any 


his back and took off all his forces with- , 


out sending word to these men, with the 
result that the Boers at once marched 
into the town. Then this Trish regiment 
is said to have held out for five days 


| matter of wounds 


awaiting succour which never came, with | 


nothing to eat except a spoonful of jam 
per man. I don't vouch for these de- 
tails, but I asked last July for an ex- 
planation of this matter, but received 
none. As far as [ can understand, after 
this surrender the men were sent home, 


and the whole business is hushed up, with | 


disgrace thrown on Irishmen, while those 
really responsible are screened. 
have we no consecutive military narrative 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 


attention to the matter. I say that the 
humble people in the Army do not receive 
the same consideration as the rich. Of 
course, that is not a state of things 
peculiar to the British Army : it is true 
of every walk of life; but when it is a 
and deaths I think 
there ought really not to be any such 
distinction. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : The 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth 
has referred to the surrender or misfortune 
at Lindley. I desire to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the proceedings of 
the courts of inquiry into the various 
surrenders of considerable bodies of troops 
will be made public. I quite see that in 


/some cases it might be undesirable to 


Why | 


publish the proceedings, but I think at 
all events we ought to have the results. 
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In most cases eight months have elapsed | and I am taking some further steps as to 
since the deplorable events took place. | a third person. 
The feeling in the country and in the} 


Army on this subject is very strong ; 


there is a very great desire that the truth | father could get no answer for six weeks 
should be known and the action of the | 


Government in regard to these matters 
stated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: By the indulgence 
of the House I may be allowed to deal 
with the two or three points addressed to 
me. With regard to the general ques- 
tion which my hon. friend raises, I 
think there is great force in what 
he suggested—namely, that there may 
be considerable inconvenience in pub- 
lishing the proceedings of all these 
courts of inquiry, they being exceedingly 
voluminous. With regard to the results 
of these inquiries, Lord Roberts is on his 
way home, and before absolutely com- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Am I to have no 


answer about the wounded man whose 


to his telegram, although the reply was 
prepaid ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Iam sorry if that 
is the case; I have never seen it. If the 
hon. Member will give me the facts I most 
certainly will see who is responsible. The 
difficulties have been very great in these 
communications, and they are much more 


serious in the case of the private soldier 


mitting myself I should like to refer to. 


him to ascertain what he has to say before 
giving a definite pledge to the House. I 
will only say that as far as the Govern- 


ment are concerned, we have not the) 


smallest desire to conceal or minimise the 


facts laid before these courts of inquiry, | 


and my own view certainly is in favour of 
giving the House of Commons and the 


country as frankly as possible all the facts. | 


With regard to the particular case re- 


ferred to by the hon. Member, I might | 
perhaps explain that it was not possible | 


to come to a conclusion earlier. The 


difficulty of holding these courts of | 


inquiry is great, for although the inquiry 
has been ordered the moment after the 
event has occurred it may be that the 
troops have moved off in different direc- 
tions and the necessary witnesses may be 
hundreds of miles off and very difficult 
to bring together. As to the Lindley 
case, I only received the proceedings of 
the court of inquiry by the last mail. I 
have carefully studied the proceedings 
and I ean say that, generally speaking, 
they entirely exonerate from blame 
Colonel Spragge and his regiment. 


than in the case of an officer, because an 
officer is more easily traced, and there have 
been cases in which the very best attempts 
of the authorities have not been success- 
ful. May I just allude to one point 
referred to by the Member for Battersea? 
He read an extract from a Rhodesian 
paper professing to show that a large 
quantity of stores had been sold at Salis- 
bury. I saw that extract about ten days 
ago, and I at once ordered an investiga- 
tion to be made. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): The Secretary of 
State said the results of the courts of in- 
quiry would be published. Does that 
mean the recommendations of the courts ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: It 
verdict, so to speak. 

CoLtoneL WEBB (Staffordshire, Kings- 
winford): I have heard the speech of the 
hon. Member for Battersea with so much 
pain and regret that as a Volunteer officer 
I thought I could not allow it to pass 


means the 


| without saying that as I have two sons at 


| what the hon. Member said. 


the front I can in a measure contradict 
One of my 


| sons has just returned, and I can assure 


the House from what he has told me 
that there is no favouritism at the front. 
As to the remarks of the hon. and learned 
Member for North Louth, I can assure 


|him that the fact of the men to whom 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: I did not refer to | 


Colonel Spragge. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are persons | 
whose names are mentioned in the inquiry | 


who certainly require censure, and, in my 
opinion, more than censure, and after 
telegraphing to Lord Roberts I have taken 
further steps—namely, I have taken steps | 
to dismiss two of them from the Army, | 
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he referred being poor men makes not 
the slightest difference; the same con- 
sideration is shown to the poor as to the 
rich ; there is no distinction whatever. [ 
am speaking only in the interests of the 
Yeomanry and the Volunteers, for whom 
I have so much respect, and I am quite 
satisfied that if it he necessary and if this 
country asks them to remain in South 
Africa longer they will do so with the 
greatest pride and pleasure. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I 

Bill read a second time, and committed Wert to the \ we Office for a copy, but 
Ti ~ Reena could not obtain it. The hon. Member 
says that the contract should be presented 

MAIL to the House a few days after its meet- 
ing, but we have been in session nine or 
ten days now, and it seems strange that 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


POST OFFICE (WEST INDIA 
CONTRACT). 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | ; 
“That the Contract, dated the Ist day of the members of the Government who 
September, 1900, entered into with the are responsible for the conduct of the 
Royal Mail Steam Packet Company for business of the House should not have 
the conveyance of the West India mails had copies printed. 
for the period from the Ist day of July, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
1900, to the 30th day of June, 1905, be The contract is printed. 
approved.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) : ie laced 
, sa . , Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
Mr. CALDM ELL, (Lanarkshire, Mid) would suggest that the matter be left over 
said he hoped the Financial Secretary to ynti] to-morrow, when the discussion can 
the Treasury would give some information} taken after we have seen the contract. 


with regard to the contract. 

Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY to Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen Cuan. Camlachie) said it was singularly wnfor- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, EF.) said that tunate that there should have been only one 
the contract for the conveyance of tender for such an important contract. 
the West India mails had expired. A subsidy of £80,000 was involved, and, 
bringing the experience of private life 
into public affairs, he was strongly of 
when a contract was 


Tenders were called for, and after con- 
sideration it was decided to accept a yds 
tender which was in exactly the same | opinion that w ct ; 
terms as the contract which had expired. entered into without competition, it 


A subsidy of £80,000 per annum was Was not to the public interest. He stood 
payable under the contract, part of which Strongly for competition in matters of 
was repaid by the Colonial Governments that kind. As the contract was not 
who shared the advantages of the contract. before the House, he begged to move the 
The contract had to be laid before ®#4journment of the debate. 
Parliament under Standing Orders a few) os Tye_ FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
days after the meeting of Parliament, and SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester 
that was the reason why it was presented. 5); ‘The Government have no intention 
He hoped the House would pass the of pressing this matter if there is 10 be 
resolution approving the contract, because ae Retain We veononise that we 
the bargain could not be clinched until asat for sii purpose and one purpose 
the sanction of Parliament was given. It only. but we thought that this matter 
was open to the company to withdraw which is broadly speaking a formal 
from the contract in the meantime, and matter, being only a repetition of a former 
as It was the only tender it would be in contract, might be carried through instead 
the public interest that approval should of being deferred until February. If it 
be. given to it at once, and the bargain ‘3 to be discussed to-morrow we will defer 
affirmed, it, but I hope the House will allow it to 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun-_ pass without discussion. I gladly assent 
dee) said he applied at the Vote Office to the motion of my hon. friend. 


— ile “a 7 ne ae Mr. CALDWELL: I knew where to 

yoteage 088: A 4 AN ‘ . find the contract, and did find it in the 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It) [Jibrary. 

is only a repetition of the old contract. ; : ee: 

ae : Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Surely : } ‘ 
it isin the interest of the House that a | Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
copy of the contract should be in the of the House of the ith day of this 
hands of hon. Members. instant December, Mr. Speaker adjourned 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If the House without Question put. 


I had been asked for a copy I should have Adjourned accordingly at twenty 
given it at once. A copy was placed in minutes before Twelve of 
the clock. 


the Library. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | III. Bucks, for transferring parts o 
Se 'the parishes of Upton-cum-Chalvey ard 
Friday, 14th December, 1900. |Eaton Wick from the Eton Rural Dis- 
—— | trict to the parish and urban district of 

APPEAL COMMITTEE. | Eton. 


IV. Bucks, for transferring parts of 
the parishes of Upton-cum-Chalvey, 
eens Stoke Poges, and Langley Marish from 
bie the Eton Rural District to the parish and 
ADDRESS. urban district of Slough. 

The Queen’s Answer to the Address of; V. Chester, for adding the parish of 
the 6th instant reported, and Address Kerridge to the Bollington Urban Dis- 
and Answer to be printed and published. | trict and for uniting the parish of 
Kerridge with the township of Bol- 
lington. 

ntinane VI. Chester, for uniting the parish of 

Bosden and the townships of Bramhall, 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Norbury, Offerton, and Torkington to 

snitiin form the parish of Hazel Grove-cum- 

FISHERY BOARD FOR SCOTLAND, | Bramhall and the Hazel Grove and Bram- 
hall Urban District. 

VII. Hertford, for uniting the parishes 
of All Saints, Bengee Urban, Brickendon 
Urban, Saint Andrew Urban, and Saint 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS). rte CE a ee 


No. 15. Canada (Memorandum on the Y[I[. Kent, for transferring parts of 
legal status of British North American | the parish of Herne from the Blean Rural 
Indians). | District to the parish and urban district 
RAILWAY ACCIDENTS “wo «or 

cecal eu een IX. Pembroke, for the conversion of a 

Returns of accidents and casualties as | portion of the parish of Llanstadwell into 
reported to the Board of Trade by the | the parish and urban distriet of Neyiand. 
several railway companies in the United; X. East Suffolk, for the conversion of 
Kingdom during the nine months ending | the parish of Saxmundham into the Sax- 
30th September, 1900, in pursuance of ;mundham Urban District. 
the Regulation of Railways Act (1871),; XI. West Sussex, for transferring 
34th and 35th Victoria, chap. 78 ; to- | parts of the parishes of Bersted and Pag- 
gether with reports of the inspecting | ham from the Westhampnett Rural Dis- 
officers and sub-inspectors of the Railway | trict to the parish and urban district of 
Department to the Board of Trade upon | Bognor. 
certain accidents which were inquired | 
into. | INDIA (EXAMINATIONS). 
Regulations for examinations for Civil 
rvice of India. 


First Report from ; read and agreed to. | 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


Manual of the Sea Fisheries (Scotland) 
Acts and Statutory Byelaws in force at 
31st December, 1900. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered |g, 
to lie on the Table. a 
" me NEWCASTLE CHAPTER ACT, 1884. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. Order in Council of the 26th Novem- 
Orders under Section 57 of the Act, ber, 1900, establishing two Residentiary 
as confirmed by the Local Government Canonries in the Cathedral Church of 
Board, of the following county eouncils— | Newcastle. 
I. Brecon, for uniting the parishes of | 
Aberystruth Brynmawr Urban, Llanelly) GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858 
Brynmawr Urban, and Llangattock' Order in Council of the 26th of 
Brynmawr Urban to form parish of November, 1900, approving a statement 
Brynmawr. 'of proposed new and revised appoint- 
II. Bucks, for transferring part of the | ments, alterations of salaries, and aboli- 
parish of Ashley Green from the Amer-' tion of appointment in the establishment 
sham Rural District to the parish and | of the Secretary of State for India in 
urban district of Chesham. Council. 
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JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Order in Council of the 26th of 
November, 1900, entitled “The Siam 
(Registration) Order in Council, 1900.” 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Two Orders in Council of the 26th of 
November, 1900 :— 

1. Fixing an increase of salary for a 
clerk in the establishment of the 
Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses. 

2. Making rules concerning the lights 
and signals to be carried by 
vessels when within the Harbour 
of Galway. 


SEAMEN’S SAVINGS BANKS, MONEY 
ORDERS, AND TRANSMISSION OF 
WAGES. 

Account of all deposits received and 
repaid by the Board of Trade, under the 
authority of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, during the year ended 20th Novem- 
ber, 1899, and of the interest thereon. 
Statement showing the number and 
amount of seamen’s money orders issued 
and paid, at ports inthe United Kingdom 
and at ports abroad, from 1855 to 31st 
March, 1900. Also, statement showing 
the receipts and payments in connection 
with the transmission of seamen’s wages 
from 1878 to 3lst March, 1900. 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

General Order for the regulation of 
proceedings under and in pursuance of 
the Act amending General Orders Nos. 70 
and 71, already issued. 


PRIVATE 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 


considered To-morrow, in order to its 
heing suspended for the day’s sitting. 


AND LORD ROSE- 


LORD HARDWICKE 
EXPLANATION, 


BERY—PERSONAL 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of 
HARDWICKE): My Lords, I crave vour 
Lordships’ indulgence while I make a few 
remarks in reply to the comments made 
by the noble Earl, Lord Rosebery, in his 
speech on the Address, in reference to 
my appointment as Under Secretary 
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for India.* I have given the noble 
Earl private notice of my intention to 
make a statement this afternoon, a 
courtesy which he did not think fit to 
extend to me, or I should have been able 
at once to reply to his observations, and 
thus to have saved your Lordships’ time 
this afternoon. I could hardly have been 
expected to foresee that the noble Earl 
would have included my humble name in 
the list of personalities he introduced into 
his versatile and entertaining speech. In 
making this statement this afternoon | 
have only one object in view, and that 
is, to place your Lordships and the 
public in full ‘and entire possession of 
the whole of the facts in connection 
with my position in the City. It is, 
I think, a fourfold duty I owe to the 
noble Marquess the Prime Minister, to 
your Lordships, to the public, and, per- 
haps, to the noble Karl himself, who ex 

pressed the conviction that I had severed 
my connection with the London Stock Ex- 
change before accepting offiee. But why, 

my Lords, if the noble Earl was so con- 
vinced, was it recessary to introduce the 
question of my appointment into his 
speech at all? Did the noble Earl mean, 
when he insisted on the perils arising from 
any connection between Her Majesty’s 
Government and the Stock Exchange, that 
no man can serve in any Government who 
has ever been a member of the Stock 
Exchange? If that was the noble Earl’s 
meaning there is very little I can say in 
answer to it. The facts, my Lords, with 
regard to myself are these. About 
a month ago the noble Mar- 
quess the Prime Minister offered me 
this appointment. I pointed out to him, 
through his private secretary, and_per- 
sonally to the Secretary of State for 
India, that though I could undertake to 
relinquish all aetive share in the conduet 
of the business of the firm of Messrs. 
Basil Montgomery and Co., in which I 
am a partner, I could not undertake to 
sever my connection with that firm ; and, 
my Lords, I will explain why. Eighteen 
or twenty years ago a private Bill was 
passed through Parliament, known as the 
Hardwicke Estates Act. This Act  trans- 
ferred to trustees the administration of 
the estates, and it seems almost like the 
relentless irony of fate that after ten 
years those estates should have passed 
into the hands of the mortgagees, who 
became the saat of all that th: at Act 


Explanation, 


* See page 48, 
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was passed to secure to myself. 
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I was | tions ; and, further, in case the noble Mar- 


left without a shilling, and I had to con- | quess might have been convinced by the 


sider what I should do, and which way I 
should turn. I decided to embark on 
a career in the City, and it is eight 
years since my connection with my 
present firm commenced. I do not say, 
my Lords, that the course I elected to 
pursue was the only course open to a 
Peer who, early in life, finds himself in- 
volved in financial embarrassment. J am 
told there are pleasanter and easier 
methods of rehabilitating one’s fortune 
than working for a living in the City. 
But, my Lords, however that may be, I 
took that course, and I am very glad of 
the connection I have had with the 
London Stock Exchange. In the City a 
man can gain an experience and a know- 
ledge of men and matters that is not 
easily obtainable elsewhere. The plain 
fact of the matter is that I cannot afford 
to cut off my only means of livelihood 
for the sake of a few years of office—no, 
not even to oblige the noble Earl. What, 
therefore, I decided and have arranged is 
this. [remain a partner in my firm; I 
remain a member of the Stock Exchange, 
and I have the right in the future 


to return to it; but in the mean- 
time [| shall never enter the 
Stock Exchange, and I shall take 


no active part of any kind in the conduct 
of the business of the firm. Naturally, 
my Lords, this arrangement could not be 
carried out in a day, and I therefore 
asked that I might be allowed to defer 
taking up my duties at the India Office 
until the beginning of the new year, and 
to this request the Prime Minister and 
the Secretary of State acceded; and I 
have to thank the noble Earl the Under 
Secretary for the Colonies for having 
so kindly undertaken to discharge my 
duties in the meantime. Perhaps I may 
mention, to save the noble Earl a personal 
explanation if the question was raised, 
that though he is doing the duties of two 
Under Secretaries he is only receiving 
one salary. Seeing that the Opposition 
are making much of a personal line of 
attack I have been scrupulously careful 
to avoid even the most formal com- 
munication with the officials of the 
India Office. I have not even had 
the pleasure of being introduced to 
the heads of the Department. We 
have recently learned that the most 
harmless and natural acts can be made the 
pretext for unjust and unworthy insinua- 


' noble Earl’s arguments, I took the earliest 
| opportunity to offer to resign the appoint- 
‘ment. Perhaps the noble Earl will be 
surprised to learn that the noble Mar- 
'quess did not see the necessity. As 
regards the observations of the noble 
Earl, I am not ungrateful to him for his 
generous and kindly expression of 
pleasure at my appointment, apart 
from the dangerous principle he deems 
my appointment to involve. But I ean- 
not help thinking that the noble Earl 
came down to this House, having taken 
as little trouble to consider my position 
as he did that of Mr. Gerald Balfour. He 
insinuated that the right hon. Gentleman 
was a director of several companies, while, 
as a matter of fact, he is not a director of 
any company at all. I do not donbt 
that the noble Earl has already apologised 
for his mistake. Then, if the noble Karl 
had considered the past administration of 
the India Office, I think he would have 


‘left alone the question of my appointment, 


as he would undoubtedly have left alone the 
ques'ion of Mr. Gerald Balfour and his 
supposed directorships. Noble Lords are 
aware that tne powers of the India Office 
in respect of finance are wholly in the 
hands of the India Council. Its members 
have it in their power to use any special 
knowledge they may have for their own 
personal advantage in the City throug 
the medium of the Stock Exchange. Now 
my Lords, whom did Mr. Gladstone 
appoint as finance member of the India 
Council in 1880? Mr. Bertram Currie, 
a leading banker in active business, a 
member of the important bank of Messrs. 
Glynn, Mills, and Co. The noble Earl 
was a member of that Govern- 
ment. Did he protest against that 
appointment ? And again, my Lords, 
in this same Administration whom did 
Mr. Gladstone appoint as Under Secre- 
tary for India? He appointed Mr. 
Kynaston Cross, a partner in @ firm of 
cotton merchants ; and it may not be un- 
interesting to your lordships to be re- 
minded that the two principal questions 
which the India Office had to deal with 
during the life of that Government were 
the fall in silver and the cotton duties. I 
should like to know if the noble Earl 
pointed out to Mr. Gladstone that the 
purity of his Ministry was in question ? 
However that may be, I do know that 
the practical commercial experience and 
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trained financial ability of Mr. Currie and | 


Mr. Cross were of great value to the 
Secretary of State in one of the most 
serious economic crises through which 
India has passed. I do not for a moment 
mean to say, or even to suggest, that I 
shall be of any special value to my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for India, 
but I must say that I fail to see why 
any practical experience I may have 
gained in the City is to be considered 
a disqualification. To-day, my Lords, on 
the India Council there are two gentle- 
men, both of distinguished and con- 
spicuous ability, both of unquestionable 
integrity, but they are both members of 
business firms in the City of London. 
From the noble Earl’s speech we must 
assume that he has the merest, the 
simplest, knowledge of matters connected 
with the Stock Exchange, or he would 
know that it does not require a man 
to be a member of the Stock Exchange 
to make use of any special knowledge for 
speculative purposes. Anyone in the 
public service, from a Cabinet Minister 
to a Permanent Secretary, can in ten 
minutes send an order for the purchase or 
the sale of any security in the world 
without anyone being one whit the wiser. 
If, however, the noble Earl, on highly 
technical and moral grounds, holds that 
there is a danger in a member of the 
Stock Exchange, who, after all, is 
only the agent who executes the 
business of others, being a mem- 
ber of Her Majesty’s Government, 
what are we to say of the stockbroker’s 
client ? 
be debarred the client must be debarred 
also; and it comes to this. Does the 
noble Earl hold that a man who at any 
time has been engaged in financial or 
speculative operations is not worthy to be 
a Minister of the Crown, or even an 
Under Secretary? Does the noble Earl 
accept that proposition’? Is he prepared 
to adhere to that principle? The noble 
Earl gives no sign of dissent or assent. 
I pass to the general public question 
raised in his speech, only to say that 
[ think it would be almost an imperti- 
nence in me to discuss it. 
made the peg on which to hang an 


directed against the noble Marquess the 


Prime Minister, for it was he, not I, who | 
made the choice of an Under Secretary— | 
the past, and I hope it will never be so 


a choice which the noble Earl thinks is 


{LORDS} 


Surely, if the stockbroker is to’ 


While I was | 
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Government. I have endeavoured plainly 
to place my position before the House, 
and, while thanking your Lordships for 
the indulgent hearing accorded me, I 
desire to express my regret at the un- 
pleasant necessity which has compelled 
my first utterance at this Table to take 
the form of a personal explanation. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I confess that the speech of the 
noble Earl has placed me in a position of 
considerable difficulty, because no one 
could have heard it without the liveliest 
sympathy at the position which he has 
described. I was aware of that position 
as far as regards the private Act of 
Parliament of which he spoke when I 
addressed your Lordships the other night ; 
and it was my knowledge of the circum- 
stances attending that Act and following 
upon that Act relating te himself that 
-aused me to speak in terms which he, I 
think, acknowledges as warm and 
generous with regard to his career. In 
the circumstances I am, therefore, ina 
position of great delicacy, because, as the 
noble Earl has pointed out, though I 
spoke of him, as I felt, in warm and 
generous tones, I also asserted a public 
principle. Now I am sorry to say that 
there is nothing in what the noble Earl 
has said which shakes my maintenance of 
the public principle I laid down. He 
said: “‘Are we to understand that no one 
who has ever been connected with the 
Stock Exchange or with commercial 
pursuits is ever to be a Minister or to 
form part of the Government of the 
country?” Of course this is reducing 
my argument to an absurdity. My argu- 
ment did not refer to the past, it 
referred to the present; and if the 
noble Earl asks me whether I maintain 
the principle that no member of a firm on 
the Stock Exchange should be a Minister 
of the Crown I am obliged to say that I 
maintain my opinion. I say it with the 
deepest regret. I do not mean in saying 
that to disparage the Stock Exchange. 
Many of my friends are connected with 
the Stock Exchange, and I know how 
high and honourable a pursuit it is, or it 
may be. But that is not the point. The 


argument, the argument was obviously | point is whether connection with a firm 


on the Stock Exchange is or is not com- 
patible with the position of a Minister of 
the Crown. It has never been so held in 


so fraught with peril to Her Majesty’s | heldin the future, because, though I am 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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perfectly certain that the noble Ear! is as 
incapable of misusing his position as 
Minister of the Crown as any of those 
who have occupied that high and honour- 
able position, yet it is unfitting in these 
days that there should be any circum- 
stances connected with a Ministry of the 
Crown which should in any degree lend 
the slightest foundation to any suspicion 
affecting their honour as Ministers. The 
noble Karl has referred to past precedents. 
I do not thoroughly carry them in my 
mind. He has said that even now there 
are two members of the India Council 
who are connected with firms. But 
members of the India Council are not 
members, so to speak, of the current Ad- 
ministration of the country. They are in 
the position of permanent advisers for a 
fixed term to the Minister responsible 
for the Government of India. In these 
circumstances they do not fall in the 
same category as those more respon- 
sible Ministers who sit in this and the 
other House of Parliament. The Minis- 
ter who makes these appointments is 
responsible for them, and behind that 
responsibility, where I know nothing of 
the case, I am not willing to inquire. 
The noble Earl also referred to a case 
which occurred twenty years ago—that 
of an Under Secretary for India appointed 
by Mr. Gladstone in 1880; and he says 
to me, ‘‘ Were you not a member of that 
Government ?” Well, in 1880 I was not. 
But there is a Member of this House who 
was Secretary of State for India at that 
time, and he can give every information to 
the noble Earl on that appointment—I 
mean the noble Duke the Lord President 
of the Council. It is, therefore, going 
over his head to seek information from a 
private Member of this House as to that 
appointment. Later on, no doubt, I did 
become an Under Secretary ; but I do not 
think that it is a practice of Cabinet 
Ministers, and especially of Prime 
Ministers, to inquire of Under Secretaries 
their opinions as to appointments. I am 
not sure that it is a precedent which even 
now the noble Marquess would care to 
have set, because Under Secretaries are 
naturally apt to be critical of those who 
are placed over them. But, in any case, 
I had nothing more to do with the ap- 
pointment of the Under Secretary for 
India in 1880 than the noble Earl him- 
self. I am quite sure of this : that, accord- 
ing to the high and honourable tradition 
which inspired Mr. Gladstone, he made 
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himself perfectly clear that there was no 
actual connection between a firm doing 
business in India and Mr. Cross at the 
_time of his appointment; and if Mr. 
Gladstone failed in that duty I am quite 
, sure that the noble Duke himself very 
carefully made that inquiry. I do not 
/ know that I have anything more to say 
in pursuance of this ungracious and un- 
grateful task. Except this. The noble Ear] 
charged me with having misrepresented the 
position of Mr. Gerald Balfour as regards 
being the direetor of a public company. 
It is quite true that I stated my belief 
the other night and expressed my regret 
that Mr. Balfour should have accepted the 
Presidency of the Board of Trade—a 
Ministry mainly concerned with companies 
and company matters——he being a director 
of public companies. I was delighted to 
receive the promptest contradiction of 
that statement from Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
Mr. Balfour, as I understand, had been a 
director of a public company, or of public 
companies, up to the time of his appoint- 
ment to the Presideney of the Board of 
Trade, and had resigned his directorship 
on being appointed to that post. I am 
very glad to have elicited from Mr. 
Balfour the statement that he had done 
so; but I venture to think that as these 
appointments to directorships are pub- 
lished and public, and as much comment 
is naturally directed to these positions, it 
would be well if those who hold them and 
who are also Ministers of the Crown when 
they divest themselves of them should 
make their resignation as public as the 
fact of their appointment. We cannot be 
supposed to know that they have resigned 
these directorships unless they say so; 
and we are bound to go on the public 
information which is conveyed with 


regard to them. I must say that 
I feel less shame in my __igno- 
rance as it appeared to be shared 


by the noble Duke who replied to me, 
and, as far as any contradiction goes, by 
all the other Ministers on the Bench op- 
posite. On that part of the case I have 
no more to say. I was told by the noble 
Earl that he was coming here to make a 
personal statement. It was a personal 
statement from two points of view. It 
was personal as regards himself, and per- 
haps a little personal as regards myself. 
But of that [ cannot complain. I am 
very much obliged to him for giving me 
notice. I would have given him notice 
the other night if I had had the slightest 
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intention of making any attack upon him, 
but, as he truly said, I made no such 
attack, and I had no fixed intention of 
speaking. If I had in any way intended 
to impugn his honour or to attack him in 
any personal manner I should have 
thought it my duty to warn him _before- 
hand of the course which I was about to 
take. But I had no such intention ; and 
the noble Earl admitted that he had no 
fault to find with the way in which I 
spoke of him. I only ventured to lay 
down a public principle, and I lay it 
down again. <A precedent of this kind, 
though it may involve no present incon- 
venience and no reflection on any 
Minister, is full of the gravest peril to 
the largest interests of the Government 
of this country. 


THE PRIME MINISTER = anp 
LORD PRIVY SEAL: (The = Mar- 


quess of SALISBURY): My Lords, I do 


not wish to pursue the personal aspect of | 


this matter, so incautiously and so unfor- 
tunately raised. I can only assure my 
noble friend who sits beside me that 


nothing has passed that will diminish in | 


any degree—rather will it increase 

the very high esteem in which he is held 
by his party and his colleagues. But I 
rise not merely for the purpose of saying 
that, for I know that his position is too 
well established to be shaken by any 
action of this kind. [ rise because I 
think that what the noble 


that clearness or certainty or advantage 
that, in the statement of it from his lips, 


no notice should be taken of it on the | 


part of this House. The noble Earl has 
not stated any precedent for the doctrines 
which he laid down. 
they rest at the present moment on his 
authority alone. I trust that nothing he 
has said will cause my noble friend beside 
me to alter his conduct in the slightest 
degree. I do not believe that the 
principles which are laid down are 


sound, and I think that if they are | 


upheld they will rather be an excuse for 
gratuitous and wounding attack upon in- 
dividuals than any advantage to the 


purity of the Government of the Queen. | 
The noble Earl has given us no precedents | 


in this matter I cannot exactly under- 

stand how, if the noble Earl were required 

to write down the new doctrine which he 

wishes to write into the code of public 

policy, it could be couched in Parliamen- 
The Earl of Rosebery. 


{LORDS} 


Earl was | 
pleased to call a principle is not one of | 


As far as I know | 
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| tary language. I understand a stock- 
| broker to be a person who sells or buys 
stock on the order of somebody else. I 
have heard nothing to induce me to think 
| that stockbrokers are in any special 
| manner speculators in any public com- 
| panies or funds. On the contrary, my 
| belief is that there is far greater specu- 
| lation among those who are clients of 
| stockbrokers than in the ranks of the 
| stockbrokers themselves. But what doc- 
| trine are you to lay down? My noble 
ifriend is a sleeping partner in a stock- 
‘broking firm. That is to say, he has 
i Are you to 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


invested money in the firm. 
lay it down that every one who invests 
money in the business of a British mer- 
chant, if that British merchant goes 
occasionally on the Stock Exchange, be- 
comes unfit for the service of the Queen ? 
It is an absolutely new doctrine. There 
is no sort of authority for it whatever. I 
cannot help feeling that, in thus raising this 
cry, the noble Earl has taken a superficial 
| similarity of words as expressive of mean- 
ings which they do not really convey ; and 
has made a sort of clap-trap cry against 
stockbrokers because their business is 
conducted on the Stock Exchange; as 
people have done against directors who 
are in no degree more guilty of any com- 
mercial sin than any other members of 
the mercantile community. There are 
directors and directors. There are direc- 
tors of the most periectly innocent kind ; 
directors against whose business it would 
he impossible to raise any objection ; 
‘directors whose business does not lead 
‘them to cross or to affect in any way 
the transactions of the Departments of 
the State. On the other hand, there are 
directors, undoubtedly, who are connected 
with the Departments of the State, and, 
'as has been pointed out more than once, 
| even of late, one or two of my colleagues 
|have thought it right to retire from the 
| position of director lest any suspicion 
| should arise. But that does not give any 
| licence generally to attack all directors : 
nor does the fact that stockbrokers con- 
i duct their business in a place where much 
| speculation occurs give you a right to 
' brand them as having naturally inherited 
such dishonesty that no one who is a 
stockbroker may be a servant of the 
Queen. It appears to me that these rash 
and headlong statements, which really ean 
serve no other than a party purpose, are 
not of advantage to the public service, and 
| will not maintain its purity against any 
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temptations which may attack it. After 


all, you must remember that the field of | 
selection is small in our country. We 


are the only country where Ministers are 
chosen either from this or from the other 
House of Parliament ; and if you add to 
the difficulty which that circumstance in- 
volves the further condition that no one 
who has any special connection with any | 
form of commercial business is capabie of | 
being selected, then I believe that you 
not only inflict a very undeserved stigma | 
upon a very honourable profession, but } 
you diminish our power of finding ser- 
vants who are capable of serving the 
Queen in her administrative oftices. Re- 
member that the difficulty in our 
Administration and the difficulty in 
Parliament is not that, on the whole, 
people know too much about business, 
but that they know too little, that they 
belong generally to classes of society not 
brought into contact with business ; and 
[ hold it to be a positive evil if you do 
anything which will discourage mercan- 
tile men of high standing from taking 
part in the service of the Crown. But, 
my Lords, I wish to protest against the 
doctrine which has been laid down, and 
for my part [ do not subscribe to the 
language which the noble Earl has used, 
and I earnestly hope that neither my 
noble friend nor any other yentleman 
will conceive that this doctrine, lately in- 
vented and of no value for any practical 
purpose, ought to limit the freedom and 
the opportunity which men of knowledge 
and experience may have of entering 
into the political service of the Crown. 

Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: I only 
rise to make one remark, It is this :— 
The uoble Marquess says there are no 
precedents for the principle I have laid 
dowr. There isa very recent principle 

that laid down by Mr. Gladstone’s 
Government in 1892, which required 
members of the Government to relieve 
themselves of their directorships. Those 
members did so, and did not remain in 
any respect less efficient men of business 
than they were before. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
That is not the point. It is that people 
will not accept political offices if they 
are compelled to resign the means of 
livelihood which they previously possessed. 

THe Kart or ROSEBERY: It is 
exactly the point. These gentlemen did 
accept office under these terms, and re- | 
mained Ministers. 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—INVALIDED 
COLONIAL SOLDIERS. 

Lord KURGHCLERE: My Lords, in 
rising to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
what official medical inspections, if any, 
ot the wounded and invalided colonial 
troops returning to Australia in the 
toval Mail steamers, Orient Line, took 
place before their embarkment, and 
what medical supervision was provided 
for them during the voyages by the War 
Office, I hope I may be permitted to 
remind your Lordships of the cireum- 
stances which led me to put the question 
on the Paper. On Monday last* my noble 
friend beside me, Earl Carrington, asked 
Her Majesty’s Government for some ex- 
planation with regard to the treatment of 
certain colonial troops who had_ been 
invaliaed home from active service and 
were about to undertake the voyage 
back to their respective colonies. The 
action of my noble friend in venti- 
lating this subject has been entirely 
and amply justified by the observations 
which were subsequently made by the 
Secretary of State for War in another 
place.t The gravamen of my _ noble 
friend’s complaint did not lie so much in 
the fact that these men had been sent 
home as third-class passengers, though 
that obviously lends itself to very sub- 
stantial criticism. What my noble friend 
rightly complained of was that, though 


ithe majority of them were recovering 


from wounds or from enteric fever, they 
were put upon third-class dietary during 
the voyage, without the slightest dis- 
crimination. I am well aware that the 
third-class fare of our great liners is of 
excellent quality, and no doubt admirably 
adapted to a normal stomach ; but when 
a man is recovering from enteric fever 
his digestive organs are not strong 
enough to enable him to eat food which 
may be in every way suitable for a man 
in the best of health. When the noble 
Earl brought the matter before the House 
the other evening, and stated that one 
man who had been ordered to embark as 
a third-class passenger had a temperature 
of 104 degrees, I ventured to ask 
whether these men had been medi- 
cally examined before their embarkment. 
[ put that question on the spur of the 
moment. I did not thinkit necessary to 
give notice of it, because it seemed to me 
a question of so elementary a nature, and 
so obviously germane to the original ques- 





* See page 326 
| See page 553. 
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tion put by the noble Lord, Earl Carring- 
ton, that the information would naturally 
have been in the possession of the noble 
Lord to whom had been given the duty 
of replying on behalf of Her Majesty’s 
Government. No definite information, 
however, was given to me on the subject, 
and the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, while express- 
ing the opinion that such an examination 
had probably taken place, suggested that 
I should repeat the question in order to 
get a categorical answer. Since then, the 
Secretary of State for War has admitted 
in another place that there has been some 
omission or negligence with regard to the 
cases to which attention was called by 
the noble Earl beside me. That admis- 
sion, I think, makes my question to-night 
even more necessary, because, if these 
troops were examined by a_ proper 
medical officer before they were em- 
barked, the responsibility for any 
neglect that took place falls in great 
measure on that medical _ ofticer, 
and incidentally on those who 
selected him for the duty. If, on the 
contrary, these invalids home from the 
Cape, who had hardly recovered from 
fever or wounds, were about to be sent 
back to their respective colomes on third- 
class dietary, and with third-class accom- 
modation, without any medical examina- 
tion, then I venture to think some 
serious responsibility rests upon Her 
Majesty’s Government. Official medical 
examination seems to me a matter of 
absolute necessity in all such cases, but | 
think even more care ought to have been 
taken in the case of invalided colonial 
volunteers, who for the first time in our 
history have been fighting side by side 
with the Regular army. It would be a 
matter of extreme regret to everyone if 
these gallant men returned to their homes 
with the feeling that there had been a 
want of that solicitude for their comfort 
and welfare in this country which their 
services to the Empire demanded. For 
my part I cannot believe it possible that 
no medical examination took place, and 
it is for the purpose of eliciting the truth 
on the subject that I have ventured to put 
the question standing in my name to Her 
Majesty’s Government. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FOR WAR (Lord RaGLan): My Lords, 
wherever it was possible these men were 
sent direct to their own homes from 


Lord Burghclere. 


{LORDS} 
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South Africa, but in certain cases the 
men were brought to England to relieve 
the convalescent depéts at the Cape. A 
dep6t was formed at Shorncliffe for the 
invalided colonial soldiers, and at the 
request of the Secretary of State for War 
I myself visited the depot on Wednesday 
and thoroughly inspected it. I will come 
to that later on. A large number of these 
men were convalescent, and were con- 
sidered well enough to undertake the 
long voyage from the Cape to this 
country, and the greater part of them 
arrived, I am glad to say, in a 
state of advanced convalescence. Sick 
furlough was granted to those men 
who applied for it to the extent of 
three months, and for any furlough 
beyond that period they had to produce 
a medical certificate. Many of them 
returned to Shorncliffe before finally em- 
barking for their respective colonies. I 
can assure your Lordships that the 
medical examination was most carefully 
conducted at Shorncliffe, and that no man 
left that dep6t to undertake the voyage 
who was not in an absolutely fit state of 
health to travel. The cases mentioned 
by the noble Earl on Monday were of 
men who had been either on furlough or 
in convalescent homes in various parts of 
the country, and who went direct to the 
port of embarkation. The arrangements 
by which these men went from the conva- 
lescent homes or from wherever they 
happened to be living direct to the port 
of embarkation were originally made, I 
believe, to save them trouble, and it was 
considered that they would not leave 
their convalescent homes or their furlough 
if they were not ina fit state to travel. In 
certain cases, therefore, the men were not 
medically examined before they went on 
board the ship. That is a most unfortu- 
nate circumstance, which the War Office 
very much regret. In future arrange- 
ments will be made to remedy that mis- 
take. With regard to the accommodation 
provided for these men, the noble Lord 
was informed on Monday that there are 
on these liners three classes of third-class 
accommodation. ‘These men were pro- 
vided with superior third-class accommo- 
dation—that is to say, they had only two 
berths in a cabin—and were provided with 
a liberal and varied dietary. I will read 
to your Lordships the third-class dietary 
table, which, I think, speaks for itself— 
“ Breakfast, 8 a.m.—Porridge, with milk, 
fish, chops, steaks, sausages, [rish stew, curried 
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meat with rice, cold meats, fresh bread, butter, 
jam, marmalade, tea. 

“Dinner 1 p.m.—Soups, broths, fish, roast 
and boiled meats, fresh vegetables, puddings 
(various), stewed fruits, ete. 

“Tea, 5 p.m.—Cold meats (various), with 
pickles or salad, cakes, buns, etc., bread, 
butter, jam, marmalade. 

‘*Supper, 8 p.m.—Bread, butter, biscuits, 
and cheese.” 

In my opinion, therefore, there was 
some excuse for the War Office in think- 
ing that these men, who were con- 
valescent, were being provided with a 
sufficient dietary to thoroughly restore 
them to health. I can assure the 
noble Lord opposite that all possible 
care will be taken in the future 
with regard to their embarkation. In 
consequ ence of statements that have been 
made in reference to Shorncliffe, I myself 
visited the camp on Wednesday and 
found the aarangements of a satisfactory 
character. There were no colonial troops 
actually in mess on the day of my visit. 
Eight or ten, however, were living in the 
coffee shop, and seemed most comfortable. 
Men who are not there for more than two 
days are not put in mess, but live in the 
coffee shop. Practically they have no 
fatigue work of any sort to do, this work | 
being done by defaulters in the provi- 
sional battalion. The bath accommo- 
dation is ample, there being eight baths 
for privates and five for non-commissioned 
officers. Hot water is available at all 
hours of the day. The difficulty has been 
very much increased owing to the 
sudden coming and going of men from a 
hundred different regiments, a great por 
tion of them staying only for a short time. 
I can assure the House that the War Oftice 
are only too anxious that these men 
should receive the comfort and considera- 
tion to which their suffering and their 
services to the Empire entitle them. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: I only rise to 
thank the noble Lord for his reply, and | 
to point out to him that he has not en- | 
tirely answered my question. I further 


asked what medical provision was ! 
provided for these men during the 
voyage. Judging from the menu 


which the noble Lord has read, medical 
supervision seems to be highly necessary, 
for cheese and pickles are not proper food 
to give men recovering from typhoid | 
fever. 

*LorD RAGLAN : These liners all carry 
a qualified doctor, who would naturally | 
be the person to whom the men would | 
apply when they were unwell. 
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Eart CARRINGTON : My Lords, I 


desire to express the great satisfaction 
with which I have heard the statement 
of the noble Lord opposite. No doubt 
there was a very considerable grievance 
on the part of these men; but, as I said 
the other night when I brought this 
subject before your Lordships, I was 
perfectly certain that it was not the 
wish of Her Majesty’s Government 
to treat them in this way. I then 
expressed the opinion that it was due to 
departmental mismanagement. Your 
Lordships will remember that [ was some- 
what severely taken to task by the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who described my state- 
ment as exaggerated and misleading. I 
can assure you that it was very far from 
my desire to use exaggerated language. 
My only desire was to put the matter as 
plainly as I possibly could before the 
House. I have forwarded information of 
several cases to the Secretary of State for 
War, and I have to acknowledge the fair- 
ness and courtesy of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and the readiness with which 
he has listened to the representations 
made to him in regard to this matter. 
As I have been accused of exaggeration, 
I hope I may be permitted to refer to 
another case—the case of a man named 
Freeman. Trooper Freeman is the son 
of a New South Wales Government 
official, and was in the second contingent 


of the New South Wales Mounted 
Rifles. I knew the family very well in 
New South Wales. Freeman gave 
up a post worth £300 a year 


to fight for the Empire and 
the Queen. He was offered £350 a 
year if he would remain, but he declined, 
and went off to the front. I heard that 
this man was lying ill in Soho Square, 
and reported the matter to the Agent- 
General, who replied thanking me for 
bringing the case to his attention, and 
stating that when an official called at his 
lodging in Soho Square he was informed 
that Trooper Freeman had gone to see 
the Army doctor. On 10th November 
we received at the office of our fund, 
through the assistance of which every 
colonial returning to his home has been 
able to have the comforts of the second 
class, a letter from Freeman’s late land- 
lord in Soho Square to the effect that he 
had sailed on the previous day. He 
added— 

‘‘Trooper Freeman was very unwell, and 
really not fit to go, but his orders were im- 








> 
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perative. I am grieved that a man in his | 


state of health should have been sent 


steerage.” 
I mention this case in the hope that your 

Lordships will not think that in the state- 
ment I made on Monday I used exag- 
gerated language. I hope I may take it 
from the noble Lord that for the future 
these men will be well cared for and pro- 
vided with all the comforts of second- 
class travelling. 

*Lorp RAGLAN: It is the case that 
these men will in the future be sent home 
with all the comforts of second-class 
travelling. The Lord Mayor’s Fund, 
which so kindly came to their assistance 
before, will, I hope, not be cailed upon 
again. If the noble Earl will be good 
enough to send particulars of the case he 
mentioned it sha!l be inquired into. Any 
man who wishes it can obtain an extension 
of sick furlough if he sends a medical 
certificate. Of this fact probably the 
New South Wales trooper referred to by 
the noble Earl was not aware. 

Kart CARRINGTON : Would a man 
be able to obtain an extension of furlough 
by sending a medical certificate from a 
country doctor ! 

*Lorp RAGLAN: A certificate from 
any qualified medical man would be 
accepted. 

House adjourned at twenty-live 
minutes before Six of the 
clock till To-morrow, 
Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF 
Friday, 14th December, 1900. 


COMMONS. 


Two Members took and subscribed the 
Oath. 

QUEEN'S SPEECH (ANSWER TO 

ADDRESS). 

The Comptroller of the Household 
reported Her Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address, as followeth : 

“T have received with satisfaction the 
loyal and dutiful expression of vour 
thanks for the Speech with which I 
opened the present Parliament.” 

NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Monaghan (North 
Monaghan Division), in the room of 
Daniel Macaleese, esquire, deceased.— 


(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Earl Corrington. 
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PETITIONS. 
INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND 
INCOME TAX. 
Petition from Ealing and Acton, for 
alteration of Law; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 
Copies presented, of Orders made by 
the County Councils and County Borough 


| Councils of various Counties in England 


and Wales under Sections 57 and 59 of 
the Act, and confirmed by the Local 
(sovernment Board [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (EXAMINATIONS FOR 
THE CIVIL SERVICE). 
Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Examinations for the Civil Service of 
India [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Copy presented, of Returns of <Acci- 
dents and Casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom during 
the nine months ending 30th September, 
1900, together with Reports of the In- 
specting Officers and Sub-Inspectors of 
the Railway Department to the Board of 
Trade upon certain Accidents which were 
inquired into [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SEAMEN’S SAVINGS BANKS (MONEY 
ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF 
WAGES). 

Accounts presented, of all Deposits 
received and repaid during the year ended 
20th November, 1899, and Statement as 
to Money Orders issued and paid from 
1855 to 31st March, 1900, and of Receipts 
and Payments in connection with the 
transmission of Seamen’s Wages from 
1878 to 31st March, 1900 [hy Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 388. ] 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, entitled, ‘‘ The 
Siam (Registration) Order iin Council, 
1899” [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, fixing an increase 
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of salary for a clerk in the establishment 
of the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, making Rules con- 
cerning the Lights and Signals to be 
carried by Vessels when within the 
Harbour of Galway [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, establishing two 
Residentiary Canonries in the Cathedral 
Church of Newcastle [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th November, 1900, approving a 
Statement of proposed new and revised 
Appointments, alterations of Salaries, and 
abolition of appointment in the Establish- 
ment of the Secretary of State for India 
in Council [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of General Order for 
the Regulation of Proceedings under and 
in pursuance of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, amend- 
ing General Orders Nos. 70 and 71 
already issued [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 389]. 


UGANDA RAILWAY (CONTRACTS FOR 
BRIDGES). 

Address for “ Return of the names of 
the British and American firms who 
tendered for the erection of bridges for the 
Uganda Railway, and the amounts of the 
various tenders.” —(.VWr. Cremer.) 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND, 

Address for Return for (1) Account 
ot the Net Moneys or Securities paid 
over or transferred to the Commissioners 
of the Royal Patriotic Fund on behalf of 
and for the relief of the Families, or Near 
Dependents, of the Officers and Men of 
Her Majesty’s Forces, including the 
Colonial troops, who have lost their lives 
in, or in consquence of, the war operations 
in South Africa; (2) Schedule of the 
Widows, Children, or Near Dependents, 
or other Cestui-que-trusts, ascertainable 
up to date, entitled to benefit under such 
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Scheme, and the amounts and conditions 
of their relief in the following form :— 


Schedule of Beneficiaries. 


| 
| 
| 
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Kea rley. ) 


QWUESTIONS. 


WAR —SOLDIERS 


AFRICAN 
AND GOVERNMENT 


SOUTH 
DEPENDENTS 
SITUATIONS. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg to 

ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Her Majesty’s Government, in 
appointing to vacancies in the various 
Government departments, would prefe- 
rentially consider the cases of the depen- 
dents of officers and soldiers who had been 
killed in action or died from wounds or 
disease contracted on active service, 
before selecting other candidates for 
clerkships, typewriterships, and messen- 
gerships in the public service. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Other things being equal, any ap- 
pointed authority would be anxious to 
find suitable employment for the de- 
pendents of men who have died in the 
service of their country. But, of course, 
I cannot hold out the possibility of up- 
setting the basis on which appointments 
throughout the service generally rest. 


MR. MERRIMAN’S LETTER. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state, without detri- 
ment to the public interests, why no 
reparation can be made to Mr. Merriman 
for the want of consideration shown to 
him in withholding from him any oppor- 
tunity of passing observations on_ his 
letter published in August by Her 
Majesty’s Government. 
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Questions. 


or STATE 


{COMMONS} 


FOR | 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 


Birmingham, W.): I am not aware that 
Mr. Merriman has suffered any injury, 
and I do not see that any reparation is 
required. 

Mr. PIRIE: Is it intended to remove 
in any way the impression in the public 
mind—— 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 

Mr. PIRIE: Then I shall call 
tion to this matter to-morrow. 


atten- 


INCI- 
TELE- 


SOLD TO THE BOERS” 
MR. CHAMBERLALN’S 


** SEAT 
DENT 
GRAM. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 

fordshire, Lichfield): With reference to 

the speech which the Colonial Secretary 
made in the House and in which he said 
that a mistake had been made in coding 
the telegram and the words “sold to the 

Boers ” had been substituted for “ gained 

by the Boers,” may I ask the right hon. 

Gentleman if his attention has been 

called to a statement in the Civil Service 

Times as follows 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
hon. Member cannot read the paper. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: The 


statement is that the right hon. Gentle- 


The 


man’s memory had failed him. [Cries of 
“ Order ! ”] 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must not put such a statement forward 
on the authority of a newspaper. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Is 
the statement true ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I shall be 
glad to have an opportunity of replying 
to the question which the hon. Gentleman 
wished to put to me, because it evidently 
is calculated to cause misapprehension. 
Whatever may have been said outside the 
House to a contrary effect is certainly the 
result of misinformation. The statement 
I made was that I applied to the post- 
master, and the postmaster admitted that 
a mistake had been made in the office, 
and no doubt the orginal telegram was in 
the office. That is the fact. A mistake 
was made in the office. If I had had 
notice I would have brought down the 
letter of the postmaster and read it to 
the House. 


LORD ROBERTS’S PROCLAMATIONS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for ' 


(Juestions, 822 
War whether any of the proclamations 
issued by Lord Roberts, besides the pro- 
clamations of annexation of the two 
Republics, were drawn up in this country 


/and issued by Lord Roberts on the in- 


structions of the War Office or the 
Colonial Office ; and, if so, which of the 
proclamations issued as a Parliamentary 
Paper were drawn up in this country. 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I cannot answer that question in 
detail, but I may say that Her Majesty’s 
Government accept full responsibility for 
all Lord Roberts’s proclamations. 


Mr. CHANNING asked a_ supple- 
mentary question, which was inaudible in 


the Gallery. : 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR —THE 
NOVITGEDACHT REVERSE. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is in a 
position to give the House any further 
information with regard to a mishap at 
Magaliesberg, and whether he can state 
whether the four companies of the North- 
umberland Fusiliers have been captured, 
and to what battalion they belonged. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the Secretary of State say whether this is 
guerilla warfare, or actual warfare ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have communi- 
cated to the papers the whole of the 
information received from Lord Kitchener 
with regard to the action in question. 
We have no reason to suppose from any- 
thing Lord Kitchener has said that any 
troops have been captured. We only 
know we have to regret the loss by death 
of four British officers. 


HIRE OF TRANSPORTS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can give the lowest 
and highest prices paid per ton for the 
hire of transports during the African war, 
the names of the steamers, their owners, 
size, speed performed, and the dates on 
which they were chartered. 

THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Captain PretTyMAN, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): It would be quite im- 
possible to give the information asked for 
by the hon. Member within the limits of 
an answer to a question without running 
the risk of giving a misleading impression, 
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but if the hon. Member will call at the 
Admiralty every endeavour will be made 
to give him the information he desires. 


WAR OFFICE ADMINISTRATION — | 
APPORTIONMENT OF RESPONSI- | 
BILITY. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg) 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he can state who is responsible | 
for advising the Secretary of State as to | 


the Military requirements of a probable 


campaign ; and, whether such advice is | 
or does it await | 


voluntarily tendered, 
inquiry by the Secretary of State. 


The following questions on the same 
subject were also asked :— 

CotonrL WELBY (Taunton) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, by the memorandum showing 
the duties of the principal officers of the 
War Office, dated 7th March, 1899, the 
Secretary of State or the Commander-in- 
Chief is held responsible for the Military 
efficiency and preparedness for war of our 
Military forces. 

CoLtonEL WELBY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Commander-in-Chief, who is charged with 
the collection and compilation of military 


information, and has in his department | 


the Director of Military Intelligence, 
who deals with the collection and distri- 
bution of information relating to the 
military geography, resources, and 
armed forces of foreign countries and of 
the British Colonies and possessions, was 


responsible for an efficient military survey | 


of those parts of the frontiers of Natal 
and Cape Colony presumably likely to 


hecome a theatre of war in case of inva- | 
sion by the Transvaal or Orange Free | 


State ; or whether the Secretary of State 
for War was responsible for the authoris- 
ing and making of that survey. 


CoLoNEL WELBY : I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for War whether the | : —— 
+ is charged with (departments of the War Office, in ac- 
|cordance with the 


Adjutant-General who 
the military education and training of 
the officers, warrant officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, and men of the Regular 
and Reserve forces and Militia of the 
United Kingdom was responsible to 
the Secretary of State for War, or to 
the Commander-in-Chief, that the mili- 
tary training and education of those who 
sailed from this country for the South 
African war were efficient. 
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| *Mr. BRODRICK: No change has 
| taken place in the responsibility of the 
Secretary of State for War to Parliament 
for the military efficiency and prepared- 
ness for war of our military forces. The 
Commander-in-Chief is the chief military 
| adviser of the Secretary of State, and has 
_ the general supervision of all military de- 
| partments of the War Office. All orders 
to the Army, whatever department they 
affect, are submitted to and signed by 
him. It is the duty of the Commander- 
in-Chief to tender any advice which he 
thinks necessary for the proper conduct 
| of a campaign. 
CotonrL WELBY: Was the Com- 
, mander-in-Chief or the Secretary of State 
responsible for the survey referred to in 
my second question ? 
*Mr. BRODRICK: That point is 
covered by the answer I have given. 
CoLonEL WELBY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman explain in what way 4 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am responsible to 
Parliament, and the Commander-in-Chief 
is responsible for the Army. My hon. 
and gallant friend must adjust any re- 
sponsibility which he thinks may result 
with one or the other according to this 
statement. 

CoLoNeEL WELBY: But who was re- 
sponsible for the military surveying of 
Natal and Cape Colony? Am I to take 
it it was the Secretary for War ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The responsibility 
to Parliament rests with the Secretary 
|for War, and I shall not endeavour to 
divest myself of any portion of it. 


WAR OFFICE ADMINISTRATION— 
SUPERANNUATION REGULATIONS. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is able to communicate 
to the House the steps which he has taken, 
or proposes to take, in reference to the 
reconstruction of the military and civil 


recommendations of 
the Committee presided over by the 


| Financial Secretary to the War Office ; 


and whether he will accelerate the super- 
annuation of officials who have already 


| reached the age of sixty years and com- 
pleted forty years service. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: I am giving this 
subject close consideration, but am not in 
a position to make a statement. 


| 


There 
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are seven members of the higher division 
civil department of the War Office over 
sixty years of age. Three of them retire 
within a few months. 


ARTILLERY FOR SOUTH AFRICA 
PURCHASES ABROAD. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether any 
batteries of artillery have been procured 
from abroad for use in South Africa ; 
if so, how many, and whether such bat- 
teries are uniform in any respect with 
those in the service; and whether he 
can state how many different kinds of 
artillery have been employed in South 
Africa. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: One battery of 
howitzers was purchased abroad of a 
different type to the other howitzers in 
the service. Sixteen different types of 
ordnance were employed in South Africa. 
Three of these were naval guns, and two 
were supplied from private sources to 
Voluntecrs. 

Mr. YERBURGH: Was that the only 
battery purchased abroad ? 
*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, 
South Africa. 


for use in 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ EFFECTS AND 
DEFERRED PAY. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will cause an 
inquiry to be made in the case of the 
widow of Private J. Hasler, of {nd 
Somerset Light Infantry, who died of 
enteric fever at Kimberley 9th November 
(Mrs. Hasler wrote on 16th November to 
the commanding officer of the said regi- 
ment asking for the effects and deferred 
pay of the said J. Hasler, but no reply 
has been vouchsafed to her) ; and whether 
the Secretary of State for War will 
expedite matters so that Mrs. Hasler and 
her two children are not compelled to go 
to the workhouse. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir- 
mingham, 8.): I have no information as 
to the case, but will be very glad to make 
inquiry into it. 

WAR GRATUITIES. 

Smr HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- 
shire) : I beg toask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the gratuities granted 
to officers and men of the Army for war 
service in South Africa will be extended 
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{ to include those Militia battalions which, 

having volunteered for active service, 
(have been employed in garrison duty 
abroad during the war. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The gratuity will 
only be issued to the officers and men, 
whether Imperial or colonial, who have 
served in the South African command 
from the 10th October, 1899, to such 
date as may hereafter be notified in Army 
Orders. 


SAILORS’ ASSOCIA. 
FUNDS. 

I beg to ask the 
War if he 


SOLDIERNY AND 

TION—LOCAL 

Mr. CHANNING: 

Secretary of State for 
is aware that many of the local 
funds of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Association are exhausted, or nearly ex- 
hausted, with the result of serious reaue- 
tion in the help given to the wives and 
children of men at the front; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
now make provision from the ‘Treasury to 
meet these cases. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: [| 
understand that the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Association are making great efforts to 
maintain their grants. The Government 
grant to the married women is ls. ld. a 
day separation allowance, with 2d. for each 
child, while the allotment of pay by the 
soldier amounts to 4d., and a further 1d. a 
day for each child up to 6d. In the case 
of men in public employ before the war 
began the wife is granted half wages. 
Her Majesty’s Government do not think 
it desirable to ask Parliament to raise the 
provision further from public funds. 


ENGLISH PURCHASES OF ARTILLERY 
IN GERMANY. 

Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if his attention has been 
called to the statement, on 12th Decem- 
ber, of Baron von Richthofen, the Im- 
perial German Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, that a large number of 
field batteries of German guns have been 
ordered by the British War Office of the 
Rhenish Machine and Metal Goods Com- 
pany, and that the Imperial Government 
had stopped the further execution of the 
order until the guns were no longer 
needed ; whether he will state what steps 
were taken by the War Office to ascertain 
if similar guns could be made in Sheffield 
or elsewhere in the United Kingdom or 
British Empire under royalty or other 
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business arrangements as to patents ;/ purchased abroad which was _ refused 
and whether, having regard to the danger | earlier on grounds of public policy now be 


of being dependent upon foreign manv- | 
facturers, controlled by foreign Govern. | 


ments, for munitions of war, he will 
encourage industrial enterprise and the 
laying down of the necessary plant in the 
Queen’s Dominions by a guarantee that 
the Government will place its orders 
with its own taxpayers and not with 
foreigners. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. I have 
seen the statement. Early this year it 
became necessary to give large additional 
orders for field guns for early delivery. 
The ordnance factories and the only gun- 
making firms in the United Kingdom re- 
ceived orders for more field guns and 
arriages than they could execute within 
the current year, and an order, about 
equivalent to that given to each English 
firm, was placed in Germany a month 
later. The ordnance factories have at 
this date completed their order. The 
German firm has delivered the whole 
order and the guns are available for 
issue ; one of the English firms has deli- 
vered one-third of the order, and the 
other has delivered nothing at all. The 
Government have every desire to give 
priority to British manufactures. | Every 
encouragement has been given to gun- 
making firms in this country to lay down 
plant by giving orders to the value of 
several millions sterling, and I will take 
care that everything is done which fore- 
sight can suggest to secure continuity of 
orders. But in view of the figures 
quoted above and the absolute necessity 
of securing prompt delivery, I can give 
no guarantee that orders will not be 
placed abroad when the public interest 
requires it. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Was the 
delivery of batteries ordered in Germany 
stopped by the German Government ? 


*\Ir. BRODRICK : No, on the contrary, 
they were received here, but, unfortu- 


nately, the batteries which ought to have | 


been delivered by English firms were not 
delivered. As I read the speech of the 


German Secretary of State, an order was | 


issued to stop further delivery, but the 
guns had been delivered. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


given ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Possibly it might 
be given at the close of the year, or some 
convenient date. Of course, it will take 
some time to prepare, as a certain amount 
of research will be required. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion): Is there any objection to giving 
the names of the contractors who failed 
to fulfil their contracts ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I would rather not 
give the names now; I am having investi- 
gation made in reference to each factory 
and case of non-delivery. It may be 
necessary to take further steps. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Was it since the 
Anglo-German Convention was entered 
into that these guns were stopped ? 


MILITARY TOURNAMENT OF 1900— 
APPORTIONMENT OF  PROFLTS— 
ALDERSHOT SWIMMING BATH. 
Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 

whether the profits of the Military Tour- 

nament for 1900 amounted to £7,600 and 
were paid to the Commander-in-Chief in 

July ; whether £2,000 of this amount 

was allocated for a swimming bath at 

Aldershot ; and, if so, will he explain 

why this expense should not fall on the 

Estimates instead of on funds hitherto 

available for military charities. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The _ profits 
amounted to £7,500. The disposal of the 
moneys rests entirely with the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and Lord Wolseley con- 
sidered it expedient to spend £4,000 on 
the soldiers’ swimming bath at Aldershot. 


Masor RASCH: Why should not 
this fall on the Estimates ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am not entirely 
cognisant of the precise amount of demand 
there was for the swimming bath, but I 
presume Lord Wolseley considered it was 
a purpose to which these funds were 
applicable. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Is Lord Wolseley or the Secre- 


dee); Can the Return of warlike material | tary of State responsible for this ? 


Xl 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know | 
whether the Secretary of State has any | 
power over the Military Tournament 
which is not held under the statutes under 
which the War Office is conducted. It 
has been conducted by the Commander- 
in-Chief; the proceeds are administered by 
him, and applied to such purposes as_ he 
considers desirable for the Army. 


Questions. 


Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): Has the Secretary of State 
authority to see that a swimming bath 
is provided at Aldershot ‘ 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | 
Haverfordwest): In whom does the title 
to the swimming bath rest ! 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I presume it rests 
with the Crown, like other property ad- 
ministered by the War Office. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY LIEUTENANCIES. 

Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware that 
there are at present in the Royal Artillery 
only 130 first lieutenants serving as 
against 435 second lieutenants ; whether 
the second lieutenants in question often 
have to perform the duty of first lieu- 
tenants, but only receive second lieu- 
tenant’s pay ; and whether the military 
authorities will now be willing to alter 
the rule which precludes second lieu- | 
tenants in the Royal Artillery and Engi- 
neers from receiving promotion till they 
have served for three years in the Army, 
whereas no such rule is in force as regards 
eavalry and infantry. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : In the 
horse, field, and garrison artillery there 
are 221 first lieutenants and 808 second 
lieutenants. The first and second lieu- 
tenants perform the same duties. It is, | 
however, manifestly of importance that 
the senior subalterns who frequently per- | 
form captains’ duties should have higher 
rank. The question of the promotion of 
second lieutenants, referred to in the| 
third paragraph, is under consideration. 


isr GORDON HIGHLANDERS VOLUN. | 
TEER CORPS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
finding of a court of inquiry assembled to 
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| has yet reached the War Office. 
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investigate certain statements recently 
made with reference to the alleged use of 
abusive language to the Volunteer Corps 
1st Gordon Highlanders at Lemiston, on 
3rd July, by an officer of that battalion. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No 
detailed report of the court of inquiry 
which Lord Roberts ordered to assemble 
Lord 
Roberts, however, stated in a telegram 
that from the evidence of the court he 
considered that the words of the officer 
had been grossly misrepresented, and that 
the reprimand administered by the officer 
commanding the battalion was necessary. 


Questions. 


MILITIAMEN’S CLOTHING. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state what has been done in refe- 
rence to improving the clothing of 
Militiamen of those battalions serving in 
the United Kingdom or abroad who, 
being embodied, have the same duties 
as Regulars to perform, but have up to 
the present had inferior clothing to the 
Regulars. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
clothing of the Militiaman differs in scale, 
but not in quality, from that of the 
Regular soldier. During embodiment 
the Militia have been allowed to retain 
time-expired garments for fatigue duties, 
and to condemn and replace with new 
garments those considered by a board of 


Officers to be in bad condition, though 
'not time-expired. 


The whole question 
of Militia clothing is under considera- 
tion. 

*Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: What 
is the meaning of “scale”? Is it a dif- 


| ference between the cloth and serge ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
meaning is that the garments issued are 
precisely the same. 


PIERSHILL BARRACKS, EDINBURGH. 

*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the nature of the hospital accommodation 
at Piershill Barracks, Jock’s Lodge, near 
Edinburgh ; and will he give instructions 


‘for better arrangements to be made for 


the comfort of the patients, and arrange 
for the medical officers to be supplied 
with modern surgical instruments. 
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*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The) Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
accommodation in this hospital is con- | First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
sidered ample—twenty-seven beds consti- Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s 
tute the normal provision for an estab- Treasury have declined to approve of the 
lishment of 447 soldiers in barracks, and | promotion to the higher division of the 
thirty-two beds are provided in this case. | Civil Service of second division clerks 
The surgical instruments are of a modern | serving in the War Office on the ground 
pattern, and can readily be supplemented | that the men recommended had attained 
from the district equipment store. No the age of forty years ; whether he could 
complaints have been received as to the hold out any hope of the rule in question 
comfort and welfare of the patients. The | being rescinded ; and whether their Lord- 
buildings are in a satisfactory condition. | ships would reconsider the cases of second 

sii vel. a mare division clerks who had already suffered 

Mr. WEIR: I shall take an early | in consequence of the operation of the 
opportunity of calling attention to this forty years rule at the War Office. 
matter, and of moving a reduction of the es 
salary of the offi ial concerned. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am assured 
| that there is no general rule of the service 
INSPECTION OF FORTIFICATIONS — fixing s limit of age above which a clerk 
GRIEVANCES CF CIVIL STAFF. of the second div ision cannot be appointed 
f i to the first division. The recommendation 
Mr. PIRIE: I veg to ask the Sec-| in each case is in the discretion of the head 
retary of State for War whether he | of the department when a vacancy occurs. 
has received a memorial from the civil! At the same time it must be taken into 
statt of the departme t of the Inspector | account that the first consideration is the 
General of Fortifications drawing atten- | fitness of candidates for the duties to be 
tion to their treatment and praying | done, and it is obvious that as a man 
for a redress of their gr »vances ; whether | adyances in middle life he becomes less 
the memorial was recommended to the | qualified for the post of junior clerk. 
Secretary of State’s consideration by 

: Me : 

General Sir Richard Harrison and other WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS IN 
military officers under whom the BELFAST—WAGES RATES. 


petitioners had served ; and whether any | Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
ry has hes or will be, sent to the | Has it poo re the petaree oe of the 
Inspector General. Government that Messrs. Wilson and Co., 
‘ie 3. POWMALWHAAAMA: Tie | % OO WOO ore ome cna: Wee 
: 3 92 . ; | Office contract, have reduced the wages 
memorial will receive consideration, with | 5¢ theiy men from 32s. to 24s. that those 
the general question of War Office Te ee ee ee 
pee = who reiused the lower sum have heen dis- 
5 . 'missed ; that their places have been filled 
_with unskilled labour, and is not this a 
WAR OFFICE—SECOND DIVISION | violation of the conditions under which 
CLERKS. the contract was given out ? 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the, x 7, OWE - oe, 
Secretary of State for Sac satis he eS. See eee 
will favourably reconsider the cases of | 
assistant clerks and abstractors who had 
been recommended for advancement to ° é 
vacant clerkships of the Second Division | sailceianiiamaaaidbunnin: ‘cieeleuncaes 
of the War Office by the principal clerks Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I will repeat 
in charge of their respective branches, | the question to-morrow. 


and whose recommendations had not : 
been acted upon. *MR. POW ELL - WILLIAMS : That 


| will not give me time to make inquiries at 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Only | Belfast. 
so recently as August last six promotions | 
by selection were made from twenty-four | WAR OFFICE CONTRACT DEPART- 
eligible clerks of this class to the position | MENT REORGANISATION. 
of second division clerk. The question | *Mr. FABER (York) : I beg to ask the 
of further promotions will be considered. | Secretary ef State for War whether it is 


VOL. LXXXVIII. [Fourtu Series] 2 1L 


have only just received notice of this 
question, but I will make further inquiry 
into the new allegations, which, I believe, 
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proposed to reorganise the Contract 
Department of the War Office, in con- 
sequence of the investigations of the 
Select Committee. 


Questions. 


not at present answer any questions of 
this kind. The whole subject of War 
Office organisation is under consideration. 


CITY IMPERIAL VOLUNTEERS—LACK 
OF EMPLOYMENT FOR RETURNED 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War whether 

his attention has been called to the com- 
plaint of members of the City Imperial 

Volunteers who now find it impossible to 

find employment, and whether the War 

Office proposes taking any action in the 

matter. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I am 
not aware that such is the case, but I 
believe that those who left employment 
to serve abroad have been received bavk 
by their employers. 


VOLUNTEERS—FURTHER DRAFTS 
FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
if the condition of affairs in South Africa 
remains such as to postpone the return 
of the Volunteers, Imperial Yeomen, 
Militia, and married Reservists until far 
into the new year, whether he will con- 
sider the desirability of making a further 
appeal to the Volunteer force for drafts 
to take the place of such of the 10,000 
members of that force still at the seat of 
war, who may find themselves compelled 
to take their discharge if possible, either 
by sickness, or the calls of their civil 
occupation in the United Kingdom. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I should wish to 
consult Lord Roberts on this question 
before arriving at a decision. 


COMPENSATION FOR SHORT RATIONS. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan and Kinross) :I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether any com- 
pensation is given to troops during a cam- 
paign when they have short rations in 
lieu of the rations which are ordinarily 
issued, 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There is 


no regulation granting compensation in | 
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| when supplies are available. 
*Mr. BRODRICK : I am afraid I can- Cntirely to the diseretion : 
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such a case, nor is it apparent on what 
principles such compensation could be 
granted. The only remedy seems to bea 
more liberal treatment of the soldier 
This is left 
entirely to the discretion of the General 
Officers commanding, whose first object 


| is the well-being of the troops. 


OF TELEGRAPHING 

CASUALTIES. 

*Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the officers in 
command of battalions in South Africa 
have frequently been put to great ex- 
pense in telegraphing the news of the 
deaths of soldiers to their relations after 
actions in the war; and whether the 
Government propose to refund such sums 
of money. 


COST 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
Sir. I have not heard of such cases. 


The deaths of soldiers have all been com- 
municated from the seat of war to the 
War Office at the public expense and 
forthwith published. Any direct com- 
munications from the officers command- 


|ing battalions to the relations of the 


soldiers are of the nature of private mes- 
sages, and would not be a charge on public 
funds. 


BRITISH 
SOUTH 
VICE. 
*Mr. FABER: I beg to ask the Secre- 

tary of State for War if he will state 

what is the total number of British troops 
withdrawn from India for service in South 

Africa and China; and whether men of 

more than eight years colour service have 

been retained in India. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
British troops withdrawn from India for 
service in South Africa amounts to about 
8,500 and in China to about 450. Men 
of over eight years service are detained in 
India under the terms of the Royal Pro- 
clamation. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
May I ask whether a number of Indian 
troops have not been stationed at Mauri- 
tius and other places to relieve British 
soldiers now serving in South Africa ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Those are Indian 


and not British troops, and they are paid 
for by the War Office. 


TROOPS FROM INDIA FOR 
AFRICA AND CHINA SER- 
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ENTERIC FEVER—INOCULATION, ETC. 
—STATISTICS. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON: Ibegto ask the 

Secretary of State for War whether he can 

now give to the House any particulars of 


Questions. 


the number of soldiers who were inocu- | 


lated against enteric and who have died 


from that disease ; and whether, in any | 


case, it has been proved that inoculation 


has in any degree mitigated the severity | 


of the disease. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 


Sir. I am afraid that statistics for the 


war in South Africa are not yet avail-| 


able. 


MORTALITY AMONG HORSES IN THE 
SOUTH AFRICAN CAMPAIGN. 


CoLonEL WELBY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War whether he | 


can see his way to publish a Return of 


the number of horses purchased for the 
South African campaign, showing the 


countries where they were bought, the 
average price paid, and the number that 
died in transport to the Cape; also a 
Return showing the number of horses 
belonging to the forces in South Africa at 
different times during the war, and the 
death casualties that occurred amongst 
them. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I am 
afraid such a Return must wait for a time 
till we have done purchasing, and have 
fuller information from South Africa. 


LOSS OF THE *“ MEXICAN ”—SOLDIER®’ | *© € 
| site the towns of Invergordon and Cro- 


REMITTANCES. 

Sim JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the | 
Postmaster General, whether certain re- 
mittances of money from soldiers serving 
in South Africa, through the Post Office, | 


were lost in the wreck of the steamer | 
“ Mexican ;” whether, though more than | 
six months have since elapsed, those sums | 
have not been recovered : and what reason 
exists for that difficulty. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHaq- | 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): It is the | 
case that many letters containing remit- | 
tances from soldiers serving in South | 
Africa were lost in the wreck of the | 


| 


“‘ Mexican.” So far as these remittances | 
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| consisted of money orders and_ postal 
| orders, duplicates have been issued in all 
/cases in which proof of sending could 
| be supplied. It is believed that the bank- 
| notes sent in registered letters have been 
made good by the banks. A certain 
/amount of coin remitted is actually lost. 
The Cape Government, which provided 
the sea conveyance, does not accept 
responsibility for such losses; but the 
Postmaster General has undertaken cer- 
tain legal proceedings, which, if successful, 
|may possibly enable him to replace some 
‘portion of the lost coin and give com- 
pensation for other valuable articles lost 
‘in the mails. 


Questions. 


HONG KONG DEFENCES. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can say what is being done towards 
putting Hong Kong in a proper state of 
defence, especially the arming of the forts 
with modern breech-loading guns, pro- 
viding the Volunteers with breech-loading 
guns, and providing smokeless ammuni- 
tion. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The re-armament 
of Hong Kong is making steady progress, 
but it would not be expedient to give any 
details. 


CROMARTY FIRTH—NAVAL 
STATIONS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that there is excellent anchorage for Her 
Majesty’s Fleet in Cromarty Firth oppo- 


marty, Ross-shire ; and, in view of the 
fact that no such good anchorage or 
shelter is available for the fleet elsewhere 
on the east coast of Scotland, will he con- 
sider the expediency of fortifying the two 
headlands known as the Sutors at the 


| entrance to the Firth. 


Captain PRETYMAN : The anchorage 


| in Cromarty Firth is well known asa good 
, one, but is not superior to other anchor- 
| ages in Scottish waters. 


The question of 
fortifications must be considered as a 
whole by the Admiralty and War Office. 


H.M.§. ‘’THUNDERER’S” GUNS. 
*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
representative of the Admiralty if the 
2L2 
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recent breakdown of the guns of H.M.S. 
“Thunderer” has been investigated ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


Questions. 


CapTAIn PRETYMAN : The facts re- 
lating to the explosion in question have 
been referred to the Ordnance Committee 
for opinion, but no reply has yet been 
received. 


ROYAL NAVAL CHIEF GUNNERS 
VACANCIES. 

ComMANDzR YOUNG (Berkshire, 
Wokingham): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, as representing 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, if he 
can state when the two vacancies in the 
chief gunners, Royal Navy, list are likely 
to be filled up; and whether, in future, 
vacancies occurring i the chief warrant 
officers’ ranks will be filled up by the 
Admiralty with the same promptitude 
as occurs when vacancies take place in 
the Admirals’ and other lists of the Royal 
Navy. 


CapTaAin PRETYMAN: The merits 
of the gunners eligible for promotion are 


under consideration, and replies are 
awaited to references that have been 
made respecting their qualifications. 


With the exception of flag vacancies, the 
executive lists are not necessarily filled 
as vacancies occur, but no delay takes 
place in making promotions. 


FRANCE AND SUBMARINE 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the attention of the Admiralty 
has been called to the provision for 
eighteen additional submarine boats said 


BOATS, 


to be contained in the new French naval | 
programme ; and whether there has been | 


any modification in the policy of the 
Admiralty in this matter. 


CapTaAIn PRETYMAN: The provision 


of additional submarine boats in the new 
French naval programme has received the 
attention of the Admiralty. A statement 
will be made on the subject when the 
Estimates are laid before Parliament. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Have 
any experiments been made or are any to 
be made by the Admiralty ? 


Captain PRETYMAN: I cannot say. 


{COMMONS} 
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WEST INDIA DOCK NAVAL STORE 
AND DEPTFORD VICTUALLING 
YARD—EMPLOYEES. 

CapTAIN NORTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been drawn to the number 
of men who have left the West India 
Dock Naval Store and Deptford Victual- 
ling Yard since March 31st, 1899, in con- 
sequence of the conditions under which 
they are employed ; and whether he will 
cause inquiry to be made into this 
matter. 


Questions. 


Captain PRETYMAN: There has 
been no abnormal change in the usual 
numbers of men joining and leaving the 
Naval departments referred to, and 
consequently there are no circumstances 
which call for any special action on the part 
of the Admiralty, All complaints by the 
men put forward in the recognised 
manner will naturally receive the careful 
attention of the Board. 


Captain NORTON : If I furnish the 
hon. Gentleman with a statement show- 
ing that the information furnished to 
him is incorrect, will he reconsider his 
answer ? 


CarpTaIn PRETYMAN: Anything the 
hon. Member forwards will have careful 
consideration. 


PEMBROKE DOCK. 

GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty, of 
which private notice has been given, what 
is the reason for the delay in the comple- 
tion of the Carr Rocks Jetty at Pem- 
broke Dockyard: whether any means 
‘ean be adopted to expedite the work, as 
it is understood the facilities the jetty 
will afford will materially reduce the time 
required for completion of, as well as the 
cost of fitting out, vessels at Pembroke. 


CapTaIn PRETY MAN: The Admiralty 
are so dissatisfied with the rate of pro- 
gress at which this work is being executed 
by the contractors that special measures 
are being taken to deal with the situa- 
tion. 


COMMISSIONS TO PROMOTED BLUE- 
JACKET BOYS. 

| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 

Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 

‘of the Treasury whether his attention: 
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has been drawn to a recent statement by 


Lord Charles Beresford that during the | 


last twenty years only three commissions 
have been offered to Naval men who 
entered service as bluejacket boys ; and 
whether the Government intend to take 
any steps to remedy this state of things. 


CapTAIN PRETYMAN: The 
ment as to the number of men promoted 
to commissioned rank during the period 
referred to is correct. The question of 
such promotions is one to which the 
Admiralty have given much attention, 
and though no bar has been placed upon 
the promotion of deserving men, the 
great difficulties surrounding the question 
have limited the number made. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR NAVAL 
ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the First Lord of the Admiralty is solely 
responsible to the country for the efti- 
ciency of naval administration, or whether 
his responsibility is shared to any, and, if 
so, what extent with the Naval Lords. 


Caprain PRETY MAN : The First Lord 
of the Admiralty is responsible to Her 
Majesty and Parliament for all the busi- 
ness of the Admiralty, but all members 
of the Board are necessarily concerned 
by virtue of the Royal Patent under 
which they act in the etficient administra- 
tion of the Navy. 

CHINA—ANGLO-GERMAN AGREE- 

MENT—SPHERES OF INTEREST. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment nullifies the agreement of the 2nd 


September, 1898, made between the re- | 
presentatives of certain British and Ger- | 


man corporations, defining the respective 
spheres of interest of Great Britain and 


Germany as regards railway concessions ; | 


and, if not, whether such agreement 
applies only to the parties immediately 
concerned in it, or whether it represents 
an understanding arrived at by the 
Governments of Great Britain and Ger- 
many ; and whether the Anglo German 
Agreement in any way affects the agree- 
ment of the 28th April, 1899, between 
Great Britain and Russia defining the 
respective spheres of each country for 
railway concessions. 
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THE UNDER SECRETARY | oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
agreement of the 2nd September, 1898, 
between the British andGerman syndicates 
was concluded with the cognisance and 
approval of the tvo Governments, and is 
in no way prejudiced by the Anglo- 
German Agreement of the 16th October 
last. The answer to the second question 
is in the negative. 


CHINA—TERMS OF SETTLEMENT. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD- BARTLETT: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is in a position to 
inform the House as to the terms of a 
settlement in China, and especially as to 
whether the Chinese Sovereigns are about 
to return to Pekin. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Her Majesty’s 
Government hope the cases to be deter- 
mined before negotiations can be entered 
upon are on the point of being agreed 
upon by the Powers. I have no infor- 
mation as to the last part of my hon. 
friend’s question. 


EAST AFRICA PROTECTORATE— 
TRADE STATISTICS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that the Report of 
the Trade of the East Africa Protectorate 
for the year ending 3lst March, 1900, 
does not show the approximate tonnage 
of the imports and exports ; and will he 
consider the advisability of arranging for 
this information to be given in future 
Reports. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: The atten- 
tion of the Commissioner will be called to 
the matter, and he will be instructed to 
arrange that the desired information is 
included in next year’s Report. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA PROTEC- 
TORATE—NYASA RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that Commissioner 
Sharpe, in his Report on the British 
' Central Africa Protectorate for the year 
ending 31st March, strongly urges the 
construction of the proposed Nyasa Rail- 
way, especially the portion between 
'Chiromo and Blantyre; and in view of 
\the fact that the imports for the 
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Protectorate show an _ increase 
£69,551 17s. 4d. over the previous | 


year, and the exports an increase of 
£41,383 14s. 7d., will he state whether 
the Government have yet determined to 
construct the proposed railway at an early 
date. 

Viscount CRANBORNE: The answer 
to the first paragraph of the question is 
in the affirmative. With regard to the 
second paragraph Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment have noted the gratifying increase | 


in the trade returns, but the answer to 
the question must be in the negative. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton,'s.) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty's 
Government has any reason to believe 
that other European Governments would 
agree to regard as neutral a ship canal in 
Central America occupied and fortified by 
the United States Government ; whether 
Her Majesty’s Government has reason to 
believe that the Republic of Nicaragua 
accepts the view expressed by the United 
States Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, that the relationship between 
the United States and Nicaragua is 
analagous to that between Turkey and 
Egypt at the time of the construction of 
the Suez Canal, namely, the relationship 


between suzerain and vassal; and | 
whether Her Majesty’s Government 
understands that the United States 


Government associates itself with the 
protocol signed by all the Great Powers 
of Europe at the London Conference on 
13th March, 1871, to the effect that it is 
an essential part of the law of nations 
that no Power can liberate itself from the 
engagements of a Treaty except with the 
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Affairs whether he can give the House 
any information as to the Conference 
recently held in Paris to further the 


abolition of the sugar bounties; and 


whether Her Majesty’s Government 
adheres to the statement of policy con- 
tained in the instructions to the British 
delegates at the Brussels Conference, 
1898, that it is the earnest desire of Her 
Majesty’s Government to secure the sup- 
pression of all bounties on sugar, which 
they consider to be prejudicial to the 
general interests of the British Empire. 


VISCOUNT CRANBORNE: — Her 
Majesty’s Government have not been offi- 
cially informed of what passed at the 
recent meeting at Paris between repre- 
sentatives of the French Government and 
delegates of Germany and Austria-Hun- 
gary. Her Majesty’s Government still 
adhere to the statement of policy referred 
to by the hon. and gallant Member. 


UGANDA RAILWAY BRIDGES. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will take steps to insure that 


/ tests of the materials to be used in the 


assent of the contracting parties, by | 


means of an amicable arrangement. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: With re- 
gard to the first paragraph of the 
question no communication whatever has 
passed between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and other European Govern- 
ments upon the subject. 
no useful purpose will be served by 
dealing with paragraphs 2 and 3 at the 
present moment. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES. 
CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 


Stratford-on-Avon): I beg to ask the| 


We think that | 


Uganda bridges shall be made, and that 
there shall be a thorough inspection of 
the bridges when erected at makers’ 
works before being sent away, in the 
same manner as would be the case if 
the bridges were made in this country ; 
whether he has seen a book published by 
Professor Vose, the eminent American 
engineer, entitled “ Bridge Disasters in 
America ” ; and, whether he is aware that 
on the average about twenty bridges 
break down in that country every year. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: The ma- 
terials and work on the Uganda viaducts 
will be inspected in the same way as if 
they were built in England, and by an 
English engineer of large experience in 
ironwork. Inasmuch as the contractors 
have undertaken the erection of the 
bridges in situ, it is not probable that they 
will erect the girders in their vard in 
America in the same way as is customary 
for bridges in this country where the con- 
ditions are commonplace. We have no 
information as to the circumstances under 
which the failures mentioned in the ques- 
tion have taken place, but the risks 
referred to were no doubt carefully con- 
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sidered. In the present instance the 
bridges have been designed in England. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
there be any inquiry to see that these 
contractors pay the trades’ union scale 
of wages, as British firms have to do ? 


[No answer was given. | 


REVISION OF TENDERS FOR GOVERN- 
MENT WORKS—UGANDA RAILWAY 
BRIDGE TENDERS. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether there 
is any rule in the Foreign Office pre- 
cluding the department from affording 
contractors an opportunity of revising 
their tenders, and whether such rule is as 
invariably observed as it was in the recent 
case of the British and American firms 
who tendered for the erection of bridges 
for the Uganda Railway. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: I stated 
yesterday what the practice in respect of 
asking firms to revise their tenders has 
hitherto been. We do not think it pos- 
sible to depart from this practice as a 
general rule. Whether this rule should 
invariably be observed is a matter for 
consideration. I need not say that the 
Government would be very glad if they 
were able to place their work with British 
firms with due regard to economy and 
rapidity of delivery. 


Mr. CREMER: Then there is no such 
rule in connection with the Foreign 
Office ? 

VISCOUNT 
cally not. 


CRANBORNE: — Practi- 


TURKISH LOAN CONVERSION CON- 
VENTION. 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any, and, if any, 
what progress has been made regarding 
the Conversion of the Turkish 1885 
Guaranteed (Crimean) Loan, as to which 
a Convention was signed in August, 1898, 
or whether the Convention has entirely 
lapsed. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: The nego- 
tiations on this subject are still suspended. 
Iam unable to make any further state- 
ment in regard to them. 
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CIUDAD BOLIVAR—MURDER OF 
MR. LYALL. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the murderer 
of Mr. James Lyall, Vice Consul at 
Ciudad Bolivar, has been tried ; and, if 
so, with what result ; and whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will consider the 
question of compensating Mr. Lyall’s 
family. 


Viscount CRANBORNE:  Accord- 
ing to the latest accounts received from 
Caracas in the course of the present 
month the trial of Mr. Lyall’s murderer 
was still proceeding. Her Majesty’s 
Chargé d’Affaires, in accordance with his 
instructions, has not failed to impress con- 
tinually upon the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment the interest with which this case is 
watched by Her Majesty’s Government, 
and the attention which it has attracted 
in this country. Further steps in this 
matter are at present under considera- 
tion. The question of compensation to 
Mr. Lyall’s family cannot be considered 
until the trial is concluded. 


FLINTSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL AND 
GOVERNMENT BLUE BOOKS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether a copy of certain 
correspondence relating to China was 
sent by the Foreign Office to the clerk of 
the Flintshire County Council during the 
autumn of this year; and whether there 
is any precedent for sending to county 
conncils despatches relating to Foreign 
affairs. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: I have no 
information of any correspondence re- 
lating to China having been communi- 
cated to the clerk of the Flintshire 
County Council, but if the hon. Member 
will give further particulars I will make 
inquiries. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I will 
forward the noble Lord the information 
he asks for. 


FIJI. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask a question 
of which I have given private notice— 
namely, to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, in view of 
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the irritation caused in New Zealand by 
a speech alleged to have been made by 
the Governor of Fiji to the natives, the 


Government will call upon the Governor | 


of Fiji for some explanation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I tele- 
graphed on the 30th November to 
ascertain if the statement attributed to 
the Governor of Fiji was correctly re- 
ported. As there is no cable communica- 
tion between Sydney and Fiji, it will 
probably be some time yet before an 
answer can reach me, 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION, 


Sim HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to: 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he is aware that his predecessor an- 


nounced, on the 10th of February, 1897, , 


that Her Majesty’s Government were 
pledged to some legislation regulating the 
immigration of aliens, upon the lines of 
Lord Salisbury’s Bill of 1894, which has 
since passed the Upper House, and that 
the Government had no desire to depart 
from such pledges ; and, if, having regard 
to the arrival at eastern ports between 
the Ist of January, 1897, and the 30th 
of November, 1900, of nearly 190,000 
pauper aliens, exclusive of foreign 
sailors, for settlement in this country, 
upwards of fifty per cent. being Russians, 
Poles, and Italians, for the east end of 
London, and to the increase in the num- 
bers of one-fourth this year, he will take 
steps to obtain the fulfilment of these 
promises, bearing especially in mind the 
hardships it would inflict upon the Reser- 
vists in South Africa if their places at 
home were taken by foreigners whilst 
they were fighting. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GrraALp BAL¥Four, 
Leeds, Central): I am aware that my pre- 
decessor stated on 10th February, 1897, 
that the Government were pledged to 
some legislation on the subject of alien 
immigration. Between January Ist, 1897, 
and November 30th, 1900, about 190,000 
aliens arrived in the United Kingdom 


from the Continent, exclusive of seamen | 


and of persons sta*ed on the Alien Lists 
to hold through tickets to other countries. 
The great majority of these aliens are, 
however, incorrectly described as 
“‘paupers,” and there is no reason to 
suppose that the bulk of them settle per- 
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manently in this country, a considerable 
number being known, from other sources 
of information, to have subsequently pro- 
ceeded abroad. The other figures stated 
in the question are correct. As my pre- 
decessor stated in answer to the hon. 
Member for Southampton on March 26th, 
the forthcoming census is likely to give 
more accurate information than is now 
available as regards the permanent resi- 
dence here of aliens. I am not at present 
in a position to make any statement with 
respect to legislation. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
give notice that in the event of no legis- 
lation being proposed on this subject by 
the Government next session, 1 shall move 
an Amendment of the Address and divide 
the House upon it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it proposed 


to prohibit the importation under con- 


‘tract of foreign workers 4 


{No answer was given. | 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if it is the inten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government to 
introduce next session any legislation to 
place restrictions upon the immigration 
of pauper aliens. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As I 
have already stated in my reply to my 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
the Central Division of Sheffield, I am not 
at present in a position to make any state- 
ment with respect to legislation on this 
subject. 


SHUNTING OPERATIONS—WERNETT 
GOODS YARD, OLDHAM. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the dangerous character of 
shunting operations carried on at the 
Wernett Goods Yard, Oldham, situated 
in close proximity to a tunnel, in which 
the operation of hooking off has to be per- 
formed, and in which the noise and smoke 
are so great as to prevent trains approach- 
ing from the other end of the tunnel on 
the opposite line being noticeable ; and 
whether he would ascertain if the fixing 
of an automatic gong or bell would warn 
shunters of their danger in time and 
obviate risk to life and limb. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; | 
but I will write to the railway company 
concerned, and thereafter communicate 
with the hon. Member. 


BRITISH SEAMEN IN AMERICAN 
PORTS—“ BLOOD-MONEY.” 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether the Board have 
any information as to the demand for the 
payment of what is known as “blood- 
money” in respect of seamen shipped on 
British ships in Portland, Oregon ; and 
whether such demand is in accordance 
with recent American shipping legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
The Board of Trade have received several 
communications with regard to the exac- 
tion of what is known as “ blood-money ” 
at Portland, Oregon, and are in communi- 
tion with the Foreign Office on the sub- 
ject. I am not prepared at the present 
moment to say exactly to what extent 
the legality of these demands is affected 
by recent American legislation, 


LUNATIC ASYLUM WARDERS'’ 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it is his intention 
in the ensuing session to legislate with a 
view to secure pensions to those per- 
manently employed in public lunatic 
asylums. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rirenté, Croydon): I cannot make any 
statement as to the possibility of legisla- 
tion in the ensuing session on this matter. 


PROTECTION OF ALBATROSSES. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been directed to the torture of albatrosses 
by starvation, freezing, and strangling on 
passenger ships en route for Australia and 
elsewhere ; and whether there exists any 
law for the protection of these birds. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, my attention 
has not been drawn to the occurrences 
referred to. Though I am not in a 
position to say whether the Act would 
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apply to the case, 1 may, perhaps, draw 
the hon. Member’s notice to the Wild 
Animals in Captivity Protection Act of 
last session. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is the Ac’ 
operative on board an outward bound 
British vessel ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
had better refer to the Act. He will 
there get more accurate information. 
DETENTIONS IN GAOL AWAITING 

TRIAL. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that a prisoner, tried and 
acquitted at the recent Chelmsford 
Assizes, had been detained in gaol await- 
ing trial for more than four months ; and 
whether there is often undue delay in the 
trial of persons committed for trial at the 
assizes, and whether he will take steps 
to remedy such grievances. 


Mr. RITCHIE: My attention had not 
heen previously called to the case to 
which the question refers, and there has 
not been time to ascertain the particulars 
of it. As to the second paragraph I must 
refer the hon. Member to an answer to a 
similar question given on July 23rd last 
by my hon. friend the Attorney General.* 


DELETERIOUS MATTERS IN BEER. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he intends to take some further 
action to stop the sale of poisonous beer, 
as fresh cases of poisoning are still being 
reported. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Lone, 
3ristol, S.): My right hon. friend has 
asked me to reply to this question. The 
Local Government Board have no power 
to stop the sale of any particular beer, 
but I may state that there is reason for 
believing that the cases of illness which 
are now coming under observation for the 
first time are in the main those of persons 
who received the poison some time since. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I beg to ask the President of the 


*See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvi., page 875. 
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Local Government Board if he can state 
what steps have been taken to ascertain 
the facts with regard to the alleged 
poisoning by beer, into which an inquiry | 
has been instituted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board ; if he has yet received any 
information as to the number of per- 
who have been affected and 
the number of deaths which are 
alleged to have been caused by 
it; and, if not, whether he will make 
public the information obtained by the 
Local Government Board as early as may 
he after he receives it. | 
| 

Mr. LONG: As this matter has | 
excited considerable public interest, per- | 
haps I may he allowed to state somewhat | 


sons 





fully the course which has been adopted | 


with respect to it. As regards the steps 
which have been taken by the Local 
Government Board, I would repeat what 
was stated by my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury on Tuesday 
last, namely, that from the first outbreak 
of the epidemic the Board have had the 
matter under observation. Dr. Buchanan, 
one of the most experienced of their 
medical inspectors, is visiting the places 
affected, and has been instructed to 
obtain all possible information on the 
subject, including the action taken by 
those interested in the breweries and 
manufactories of brewers’ sugar con- 
cerned, and by the local authorities for 
detecting arsenic in beer or other sub- 
stances, which contain chemically manu- 
factured sugar. Moéreover, an expert 
committee, consisting of Sir Lander Brun- 
ton and Drs. Stevenson and Luff (the 
Analysts to the Home Office), Mr. Gordon 
Salamon, Dr. Buckley, and the hon. 
Gentleman — the 
Launceston Division have made a 
careful investigation on behalf of 
the Manchester Brewers’ Central Asso- 
ciation. The brewers and manufacturers 
have given them every possible access to 
their premises and facilitated in every 
way their inspection and investigation. 
The Board’s inspector has been in com- 
munication with members of the commit- 
tee, and cordial co-operation and _assis- 
tance have been rendered both 
committee and the inspector by the 
Medical] Officers of Health for Manchester 
and Salford. The House may rest assured 
that everything practicable is being done 
to ascertain the facts. Iam informed that 
the association has pledged itself to recall 
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or destroy all beer in the brewing of 
which the implicated substances have been 
used, and that instructions to this effect 
have been sent to all the brewers of the 
association. The obtaining of information 
as to the number of persons who have 
been affected and the number of deaths 
alleged to have been caused forms part of 
Dr. Buchanan’s inquiry, which is not yet 
complete. His report will be made public 


_as early as practicable after its receipt. I 


may add that the Board have issued a 
circular to local authorities recommending 
them to cause samples to be analysed 
hoth of beer and of articles of food in 
which chemically manufactured sugars 
may enter. 


KIRKDALE INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
| Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the President of 
‘the Local Government Board whether 
|the Kirkdale Industrial Schools, which 
‘have long been registered as a place of 
| worship, and in which religious services 
‘are held four times weekly, are not, in 
common with all other charities in a like 
| position, by reason of such registration 
‘entitled to claim the same exemption 
‘from local rating which is enjoyed by 
churches and places of worship generally. 


| Mr. LONG: I presume that these 
‘schools are not exclusively used for 
public worship, and unless they are so 
/used they would not appear to be 
entitled to the exemption to which my 
hon. friend refers. 


CARS—TRAFFIC REGU- 
LATIONS. 

Mr. ARTHUR WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, having regard to the 
motor car accidents that have taken place, 
| Her Majesty’s Government will take steps 
to provide for the safety of the public by 
framing regulations to ensure that all 
drivers of motor cars shall submit to a 
| test and hold a certificate as competent 
| drivers. 


MOTOR 


to the | 


Mr. LONG: Various suggestions have 
been made to the Local Government 
Board for the alteration of the regula- 
| tions with regard to motor cars, both by 
'the local authorities on the one hand 
| and by those interested in the use of 
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these vehicles on the other. These sugges- 
tions will receive my consideration, but I 
am afraid that I cannot give any promise 
in the direction desired by my hon. 
friend. 


Mr. ARTHUR WILSON : Is it not 
the fact that regulations are enforced in 
France ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 


HOSPITALS—EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES. 

Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the circumstances 
under which hospitals and institutions of 
a like kind have to raise funds necessary 
to carry on their charitable work, it is the 


intention of Her Majesty’s Government | 


to initiate legislation to give effect to the 
Report of the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, dated 30th July, 
1900, by wich it was recommended that 
the principle of exemption from rates 
should be applied to hospitals and kindred 
institutions not carried on for profit or 
gain, and supported wholly or in part by 
voluntary contributions or endowments ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
propose in any way to give effect to the 
other recommendations of that Report. 


Mr. LONG: Perhaps my hon. friend 
will allow me to answer this question. 
The matter to which it relates is one of 
considerable difticulty, and forms part of 
the subject now under the consideration 
of the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- 
tion. I cannot at present give any 
promise as to its being dealt with by the 
Government. 


BETHNAL GREEN ELECTRIC LIGHT. 
ING STATION — PROVISION FOR 
WORKMEN DISHOUSED. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): [ beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, in case of his 
sanctioning the erection of the electric 


light station in Bethnal Green on the site | 


proposed in the scheme of the local 
borough council, he will make provision 


for the housing in the same neighbourhood | 
of about 200 silk weavers, who would be | 


displaced thereby, and for the erection of 
their looms. 
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Mr. LONG: I have within the last 
day or two received representations from 
some of the silk weavers on this subject, 

‘and I am in communication with the 
borough council with regard to it. 


WIMBLEDON EDUCATION DISPUTE. 
Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education whether, on the receipt 
‘of the resolution passed at a statutory 
meeting of Wimbledon ratepayers on 9th 
| July in favour of the establishment of 
a School Board for Wimbledon, the Board 
of Education informed those responsible 
for forwarding the resolution to the Board 
of Education that exception was taken to 
the validity of the notice convening the 
meeting at which the resolution was 
passed, or whether the Board of Education 
merely acknowledged the receipt of the 
resolution. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir JoHN 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The reso- 
lution was forwarded to the Board of 
Education by the chairman of the meeting. 
The clerk of the Kingston Union was 
asked, in the usual course, whether the 
meeting was duly summoned, and from 
his reply it did not appear that the notice 
convening the meeting was published in 
the manner required by the Act. Objec- 
tion to the validity of the notice was 
taken by certain ratepayers at the meet- 
ing, and afterwards it was well known 
to all parties concerned that the Board of 
Education were not prepared to act upon 
the resolution. 


Mr. TREVELYAN : Did the Board of 
Education send any intimation to the 
conveners of the meeting / 


Sin JOHN GORST: I believe no 
actual letter was sent, but everybody in 
Wimbledon knew the notice was contrary 
to the Act. P 


MURDER PLEAS—SCOTTISH AND 
ENGLISH PRACTICE. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether there exists in England, as in 
Scotland, a settled practice of the judges 
in charges of murder not to accept a plea 
of guilty tendered by an accused, so as to 


| ensure that sentence of death should only 
| pass after trial before, and verdict of, a 
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jury ; and, if not, whether the Govern- 
ment will take steps by legislation or 
otherwise to bring the practice of England 
in accord with the practice of Scotland 
in such cases. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
ROBERT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): In 
England there exists no such settled 
practice as that stated in the question of 
the hon. Member to exist in Scotland. 
very precaution is taken to prevent any 
danger of miscarriage, and there is no 
occasion for legislation. 


INCOME TAX RETURNS. 

*Mr. SOAMES: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he is aware 
that a number of persons who are liable 
to income tax fail year after year to make 
any returns of profits under Schedule D ; 
whether there is any penalty attaching to 
such an evasion ; if so, why it is never 
enforced, and whose duty it is to take 
proceedings in such cases ; and whether 
he will draw the attention of the persons 
charged with that duty to the desirability 
of taking action in the matter. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): It is true that some persons who 
ought to make returns for assessment 
under Schedule D of the income tax fail 
to do so, and thereby incur a_ penalty 
for neglect, or render themselves lable to 
be charged in default of a return in such 
a sum as the additional commissioners of 
income tax may deem they ought to be 
charged. It is not the tact that pro- 
ceedings for not making a return are 
never initiated, though as a rule in such 
cases assessments are made by the 
additional commissioners, and it is not 
doubted that the revenue is thereby 
adequately secured. If the hon. Member 
can give me any particular instance of 
default I will inquire into it. 


NEW SILVER COINAGE FOR CHRIST- 
MAS DEMAND. 

Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he is aware that 
the Mint is either unable or unwilling to 
supply more than a small proportion of 
the new silver required by the public at 
Christmas time ; and whether he will 
take steps to induce the Mint to provide 
such an amount as will more nearly meet 
the public demand. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The arrange- 
ments for the distribution of silver coin 
to meet public wants in England and 
Wales are made through the Bank of 
England. The amount of new silver coin 
estimated by the Bank as necessary to 
meet the Christmas demand this year was 
£445,000, and the whole of this has been 
issued by the Royal Mint. The Bank 
has a large stock of silver coin in hand 
to meet trade requirements. 


POST OFFICE 
SION—BREAKING UP OF 
STREETS. 

GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether the Post- 
master General could arrange to expedite 
the work in connection with the extension 
of the telephone service (which is stated 
to be the cause of the excavations in the 
public highways), both by insisting on the 
workmen being continuously employed 
and further by the use of relief gangs, so 
that the work may be carried on day and 
night, so that the streets may as soon as 
practicable be available for the purpose 
for which they were constructed, that is 
for the locomotion of the public. 


TELEPHONE EXTEN- 
LONDON 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is using every 
effort to expedite the underground work 
now in progress in connection with the 
establishment of a telephone exchange 
service in London, as well as to minimise 
the inconvenience to the public. It is 
not possible, however, to carry on all the 
work by night as well as day. There is 
no difficulty as regards the work of exca- 
vation and filling in, but the laying of the 
ducts must be carried on by day in order 
to ensure the proper execution of the 
work. In all important thoroughfares 
night shifts have been employed on 
excavation wherever the number of 
ducts to be laid admitted of the duct- 
laying keeping pace with the excavation 
work. The hon. Member must not 
assume that all the excavations are being 
made by the Post Office, the electric 
light companies being engaged in similar 
operations. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): 
May I ask whether the hon. Gentleman 
is aware that the Old Jewry and other 
important thoroughfares in the City have 
been completely blocked for a fortnight, 
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and that no carts or conveyances of any 
kind can get up or down ? 


Mr. BARTLEY: Parts of the city of 
Westminster are also impassable. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no information as to particular 
streets, but if any particular cases of 
undue delay are brought under my notice 
I will call the attention of the Postmaster 
General to them. 


GENERAL LAURIE: Cannot it be 
arranged to continuously employ men at 


Ludgate Circus, where there are only two | 


men on the excavations from end to end ? 
| No answer was given. | 


BIRKENHEAD POSTMEN’S PAY. 

Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he is aware that the maximum pay of 
new entrants into the town postmen’s 


seeing that Birkenhead is practically a 
residential suburb of Liverpool and forms 
part of the Port of Liverpool, the cost of 
living and labour being the same in both 
towns, can he state on what grounds the 
reduction has been made. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General has decided that 
the maximum pay of new entrants to the 
town postmen’s class at Birkenhead 
shall be 28s. instead of 30s. a week, 
because the lower sum more nearly corre- 
sponds with the scale of wages paid at 
other towns of similar size and importance 
to Birkenhead. 

WALLACE COLLECTION, HERTFORD | 
HOUSE—EXPENDITURE 
Mr. BECKETT: I beg to - the | 


First Commissioner of Works whether he | 


will have a statement prepared of the. 
total sums spent in the reconstruction and | 


decoration of Hertford House, and in the 
housing, arranging, and cleaning of the 
Wallace Collection. 

THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF | 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dova.as, Kent, | 
St. Augustine’s): The expenditure for | 


which Lam responsible is limited to the | 


purchase and adaptation of Hertford | 
House, and has amounted to £124,000. 
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arranging and cleaning of the collection, 
as these matters were under the control 
of the trustees, who have been supplied 
with funds under a separate Vote for 
which the Treasury is responsible. 


ABERDEEN POST OFFICE BUILDINGS, 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works if he can state 
what sums will be inserted in the Esti- 
mates for next year for the new post 
oftice buildings in Aberdeen, and whether 
the building operations could be com- 
menced during this winter, more espe- 
cially as money has alre: ady been voted 
and that delay has taken place in com- 
mencing the work. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : The amount 
to be taken in next year’s Estimates for 
the Aberdeen Post Office is not yet 
settled, but the work will not be delayed 
by financial conditions. My hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Treasury explained 


the situation on Monday,+ and I would 
class at Birkenhead and district has been — 
reduced from 30s. per week to 28s. ; and | 


again point out that building has not been 
commenced owing to the difficulty of 
coming to terms with the town autho- 
rities, who, at the last moment, put for- 
ward a proposal for widening the street. 
After long negotiation the town authori- 
ties have agreed to provide the necessary 
equivalent in land, but the shape of the 
site is altered so that fresh plans and 
specifications have to be drawn up ; and 
with every desire to push matters on, I 
cannot undertake that the work can be 


‘commenced before the middle of next 


year. 


ROAD CONSTRUCTION IN THE 
ISLAND OF LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what progress 
| has been made with the proposed road 
| between Gravir and Cromore, in the Park 
District of the Island of Lewis. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The Con- 
gested Districts Board made an offer 
some time ago of a subsidy for this road, 
and they are now awaiting the reply of 


| the county council. 


CROMARTY—EVICTION OF 
OSS. 
I beg to ask the Lord 


MARY 


Mr. WEIR: 


Adv ocate if he will state under what ¢ cir- 


+ See page 349. 
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cumstances Mary Ross, aged ninety-one, 
of Church Street, Cromarty, was evicted 
from her house in August last. And 
was the house sold by order of the Crown; 
if so, will he state the price it realised, 
and the amount received by the Crown 
after payment of all expenses. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


house referred to did not belong to the 


Mary Ross mentioned, but to Mrs. Mar- 
Mary Ross resided in the | 


garet Peter. 
house as a pauper in receipt of outdoor 
relief. Mrs. Margaret Peter was ille- 
gitimate and died intestate. The house, 
therefore, fell to the Crown as ultimus 
lueres, and was sold. 
value; I am informed that the net amount 
aceruing to the Crown was £18 11s. 5d. 


Mr. WEIR: What was the total sum 
realised ? 

*Mr. A. 

About £40. 


Mr. WEIR: Not more than half the 
value of the property. 


GRAHAM MURRAY: 


SOUTH UIST—REPORT ON OUTBREAK 
OF INFECTIOUS DISEASE. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): 

I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 

the Government will publish, or allow to 

be copied, the full text of the Report, 


dated 28th December, 1897, by Sheriff 


Campbell, Stornoway, and the papers and 
proceedings of the inquiry on which the 
Report was based, in regard to an outbreak 
of infectious disease in South Uist, in 
Inverness-shire, which are referred to in 
the Fourth Annual Report (year 1898) of 
the Local Government Board of Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
matter referred to is dealt with by the 
Board in their Fourth Annual Report, 
pages 23 and 45, and a very full sum- 
mary of the Report is further given in 
the Appendix, pages 37-39. There there- 
fore appears to be no occasion for further 
publication. 


TYPHUS FEVER IN INVERNESS- 
SHIRE. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether the Local 
Government Board for Scotland was 
aware of an epidemic of typhus fever, in- 
volving twenty cases (of which six were 
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fatal) between Ist October, 1899, and 
12th February, 1900, in the locality be- 
tween Finsbay and Scadabay, in the 
|parish of Harris, in Inverness-shire, 
having a congested crofter and cottar 
population of about 1,000; and whether 
the Local Government Board, the County 
' Medical Officer, and the District Medical 
Officer of Health failed to visit the 
locality or to take any steps to check or 
to assist in checking that epidemic ; and, 
whether a public inquiry will be made 
into the circumstances attending that 
outbreak. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
figures given by the hon. Member are, I 
believe, correct, but the Local Govern- 
ment Board had no special intimation of 
the outbreak, the existence of which they 
learned from the regular reports of the 
medical and sanitary officers. The 
County Medical Officer did not visit the 
locality between the dates specified, but 
he was in constant communication with 
the District Medical Officer, who did, and 
who reports as follows :—‘‘The Local 
Authority acted very promptly, and gave 
every assistance.” On the whole matter 
I am satisfied that no more could have 
been done in the absence of an isolation 
hospital, and I do not see any reason for 
ordering a public inquiry. 


SCOTTISH SCHOOL BOARD TEACHERS 
—APPEALS AGAINST DISMISSAL. 
Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire): I beg to 

ask the Lord Advocate whether a 

measure giving the right of appeal to 

teachers in Scotland in cases of their 
alleged wrongful dismissal by School 

Boards will be introduced by the 

Government during the session of 1901. 


Sr MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire): I beg also to ask the Lord 
Advocate if it is the intention of the 
Government, next session, to introduce 
legislation in order to give teachers in 
Scotland a right of appeal in cases of 
wrongful dismissal, also to give to old 
teachers the same right to superannuation 
allowances as are enjoyed by those who 
have become teachers at a comparatively 
recent date. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: With 
regard to the first part of the question, 
‘the subject is under consideration, and 
there will be a conference between the 


‘ 
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inglish and Scotch Education Depart- 
ments, but I am not prepared to give any 
definite pledge at the present time. In 
regard to superannuation, the allowances 
to old teachers under the Superannuation 
Act are fixed by the terms of the Act, and 
while certain advantages are offered to 
those teachers, I am not prepared to say 
that they can establish a claim to super- 
annuation on the same scale as teachers 


who have paid the contributions under | 


the Act for the whole period of their ser- 
vice. 


SCOTTISH UNIVERSITY FEES 
RETURN. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW = (Hawick | 


Burghs): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- | 
cate if he can say when the Return of | 


the fees payable at the Universities of 
Scotland is expected to be issued. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


Secretary for Scotland is still awaiting | 


the Return from the University of St. 


Andrews, which is promised, however, | 


within a few days. As soon as it is re- 
ceived the figures will be arranged and 
the Return issued. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE 
HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the fact that 


the attention of the Government has | 


been repeatedly called to the viola- 
tions of the law by persons and com- 
panies engaged in the pursuit of trawling 


within forbidden limits, the Government | 


will take into consideration during the 
recess adequate measures for protecting 


the property of the coast fishermen round | 


Shetland and Orkney and the Highlands 
and Islands of Scotland. 


*Mr. 


regards illegal trawling the Government | 
have taken measures to prevent trawling | 


within the enclosed areas, as has been 
privately explained to the hon. Member, 
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| ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN MORAY 
| FIRTH. 
| Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
| ask the Lord Advocate whether his atten- 
ltion has been called to the case of a 
| foreign trawler, convicted a few weeks 
,ago of trawling within the three-mile 
limit near Burghead in the Moray 
| Firth ; whether he is aware that the fine 
| of £50 imposed in that case was less than 
the value of the trawler’s catch, and thus 
| afforded no practical deterrent against a 
'repetition of the offence; whether the 
'Government have considered as to an 
increase of the maximum fine of £100 and 
forfeiture of nets at present exigible ; 
and whether it is the intention of the 
| Government to introduce a measure for 
the better enforcement of the restrictions 
| against trawling within forbidden areas. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Fishery Board have no official information 
as to the value of the catch in question, 
but they cannot assume that the judge 
who had the whole circumstances before 
him and imposed a penalty short of the 
maximum, did not keep in view the 
adequacy of the penalty as a deterrent to 
a repetition of the offence. The Govern- 
ment have not at present under considera- 
tion any increase of the maximum 
| penalties. As regards further measures 
it is not clear what class of measure the 
hon. Member suggests. But it is to be 
observed that while up to 1898 the 
Fishery Board had only one cruiser at 
their disposal they have now three, and 
will shortly have four, 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARIES. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre 
| tary to the Treasury whether the Report 
of the Committee appointed to inquire 
into the question of increasing the salaries 
of sheriffs in Scotland has yet been con- 
sidered ; and, if so, will he state the 
| character of the decision. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


| Report is now under the consideration of 
' the Treasury. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and it is not at present possible to come | 


under any further obligations on the 
subject, but any practical suggestions 


made to the Government will receive | 


their most careful consideration. I ought 
to say that I cannot wholly understand 
or admit the propriety of the use of the 
word ‘ property ” in the question. 


| ORANGE DISTURBANCES AT 
STEWARDSTOWN. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on the 
night of 26th October an Orange drum- 

ming party, numbering according to 
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the police about 200, marched through 
Stewardstown, county Tyrone, and with- 


out provocation broke the windows in | 


seventeen Roman Catholic houses, in- 
cluding that of the parish 
that the mob also assaulted and stoned 
Roman Catholic inhabitants and the 
police; that one policeman has lodged 
a claim for £1,000 in consequence 
of the injuries he received from the 
Orangemen ; and that the riot lasted from 
8 p.m. to 4 a.m., although fifteen extra 
police were drafted in in aid of the local 
force; can he say why no batons were 
drawn during the riot nor arrests made, 
and whether inquiry will ‘be made into 
the conduct of the head constable who 
was in charge of the force as to why the 
rioters were allowed to remain undis- 
persed ; is he aware that at the subse- 
quent hearing of the summonses against 
the accused parties the Crown Solicitor 
only asked for a rule of bail against 
them; and that the Crown Solicitor 
allowed the magistrate to adjudicate 
without protest, although the Orange 
Lodge is kept in his house, and a con- 
stable swore the rioters went there for 
torches ; and did the resident magistrate 
who presided at the trial say the men 
were only out for a night’s amusement ; 
and will the Government take any steps 
to restore amongst Roman Catholics 
some confidence in the administration of 
the law. 


*THeE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover): 
The facts are substantially as stated in the 
first paragraph. Evidence, however, was 
also given to the effect that bottles were 
thrown at the Orange party, numbering 
some 400, from the house of one of the 
opposite party. The police on duty 
used every possible exertion to quell 
the disturbances. The head constable, 
in my opinion, acted with discretion in 
not ordering the police to use their 
batons. Owing to the darkness of the 
night it was impossible to detect the 
actual stone-throwers. Proceedings were 


taken against six persons who formed | 


part of the riotous crowd, and they were 
hound to the peace. It is not proposed 
to hold an inquiry into the conduct of 
the head constable The Crown Solicitor 
asked the Bench to place the accused 
under a rule of bail. It is the fact that 
an Orange Lodge meets in an outhouse 
belonging to one of the magistrates who 
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adjudicated. So far as I am aware there 
was nothing in the evidence to connect 
him in any way with the accused, and 
| therefore the Crown Solicitor took no ex- 
ception to his presence on the Bench. 
The Resident Magistrate, who presided, 
stated that— 


“The persons in the crowd were out for 
amusement, and were within their rights so 
long as they conducted themselves, but as soon 
as stones were thrown they became members 
of an unlawful assembly.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : How is it that for 
eight hours the riot was allowed to 
continue without a single arrest being 
made by the police ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the con- 
stables acted with great discretion. They 
were a relatively small force, and the 
numbers of the opposing party were very 
great. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give instructions that the 
same discretion shall be shown in the rest 


of Ireland whenever a riot zoes on ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


SCHOOL TEACHERS—GRADES 
AND PENSION RIGHTS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the teachers appointed 
before the 1st April, 1900, and who will 
he graded higher than their present 
classes according to the new system of 
grading, will get the pension rights of the 
grades to which they will be promoted by 
paying increased premiums. 


*Mr. “WYNDHAM: It will not be 
possible for some time to say whether 
any changes will be needed in the Pen- 
sion Rules owing to the new system of 
grading of National Teachers, but the 
rights of teachers who were in the ser- 
vice before 1st April, 1900, under the 
Pension Rules then in force, will be safe- 
guarded. 


IRISH 


CATTLE DISEASE—IRISH REMOVAL 
REGULATIONS. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 

Leominster): I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 

iland whether, in view of the fact that 

Great Britain is free from cattle disease 
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of any kind, it would be possible for the | 
Irish Government to remove the restric- | 
tions at present existing upon the impor- | 
tation of cattle for breeding purposes | 
from Great Britain into Ireland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The restrictions | 
upon the importation of cattle from 
Great Britain into Ireland have been 
relaxed, but in consequence of the ex- ' 
istence of disease amongst cattle in this 
country it is felt that the restrictions 
cannot at present be entirely removed. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL—EQUALI- 
SATION OF RATES. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the undertaking, given by 
his predecessor on the Third Reading of 
the Dublin Corporation Bill last session, 7 
has been complied with in reference to 
communicating the intentions of the 
Government to the corporation before 
November with regard to the introduction 
of an Equalisation of Rates Bill as he- 
tween Dublin City and the townships of 
Rathmines and Pembroke in the form 
recommended by the Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons last session. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 
as | arrived in Dublin after appointment 
tomy present post I conveyed to the 
Corporation of Dublin an expression of 
regret that it had proved impossible to 
fulfil the undertaking owing to the 
General Election and changes in the 
Government. The Lord Mayor was good 
enough to accept the reasonableness of 
that explanation, and I am in communi- 
cation with him on the subject. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that it was on the 
assurance of the then Chief Secretary that 
the Corporation Bill was allowed to pass ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not derive 
that impression from studying the de- 
hate. 


So soon 


{RISH CUSTOMS AND EXCISE DUTIES 
--REMITTANCES TO LONDON. 

CoronEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he can state what sum was 
remitted by the Bank of Iveland to Lon- 
don in the last financial year, as repre- 
senting the excess of Excise, Customs, | 
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taxes, and other imposts collected in Ire- 
land over the civil expenditure in 
Ireland. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: The amount 
remitted by the Bank of Ireland in the 
financial year 1899-1900 was £4,000,000 ; 
but this only approximately represents 
the excess of receipts over civil expendi- 
ture in Ireland as the balance left in the 
exchequer account in the Bank of Ireland 
varies according to circumstances, and the 
larger part of this excess of receipts is 
required to meet Army and Navy ex- 
penditure in Ireland, which is paid for 
here. 


MINISTERS’ SALARIES—THE LORD 
PRIVY SEAL. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of the proposed revival of a salary 
attached to the office of Lord Privy Seal, 
he can give an assurance that before the 
Vote is taken an opportunity will be 
afforded to the House other than that 
under provisions of Standing Order No. 
56, to discuss the expediency of re- 
arranging the salaries of Ministers of the 
Crown, and of considering the existing 
circumstances under which the Lord 
President of the Privy Council, with a 
salary borne by Civil Service Estimates, 
is specially employed as President of the 
Defence Committee of the Cabinet in 
discharging duties of great importance in 
relation to the security of the Empire in 
war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
I should hardly be justified in giving 
my hon. and gallant friend the special 
facilities next session that he asks 
for in order to carry out the rather 
wide subject of discussien he proposes. 
I may point out, as regards the last 
part of this question, that the principle 
therein laid down is one that could 
hardly be accepted by the House, fer it 
seems to be matter of unimportance upon 
what kind of Vote the salary is borne of 
a Minister who is asked to serve on the 
Committee of the Cabinet. The Defence 
Committee is only a Cabinet committee, 
as | have before explained to the House, 
and I think it should be treated as 
such. 

DATE OF NEXT SESSION. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
first Lord of the Treasury whether he 

2M 
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will consider the convenience of Members 
who may be going abroad, and announce 
now or before the end of the present 
sittings the approximate date at which the 
next session will begin. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Parliament 
will be prorogued till February 14, and I 
think we shall have to meet on that day. 
If it turns out to be possible the Govern- 
ment will be very glad if, after the labours 
of this session, the meeting can be delayed 
until the 19th, but I doubt whether that 
would be practicable. 


Mr. CHANNING : Can we understand 
that unless there is a great emergency 
Parliament will not be called before the 
14th ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Unless some 
quite unexpected event occurs we shall 
not be called together before the 14th. 


CLOSURE OF SUPPLY. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
in view of the number of Votes closured 
every year in Committee of Supply, the 
Government will in the early part of next 
session appoint a Grand Committee to 
consider the details of National expendi- 
ture without derogating from the existing 
rights of Members to criticise Votes in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
reason to think there is any general desire 
to make the innovation in procedure 
recommended by the hon. Gentleman. 
This question seems to assume that there 
was less discussion under the new rule 
than under the old system. As a matter 
of fact there is much fuller discussion. 


DILKE’S SPEECH OF 
PERSONAL EXPLANA- 


SIR CHARLES 
YESTERDAY 
TION. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I wish to ex- 
plain a report of words used by me which 
has led to a representation by a recog- 
nised public body with regard to those 
words. 
the value of the mineral rights under sur- 
face sites for the Rand alone had appeared 
in the report accepted by the late 


Chamber of Mines as 44 millions ster- | 


ling.” That was so reported, and it is a 
mistake. The complaint is made on 
behalf of the Chamber of Mines that the 
words are incorrect. The reference which 
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The statement reported is “that | 


Loan Bill. 866 


|an earlier point and on another matter. 

The words which I used were these :-— 
“That the various estimates taken of 
the value of these rights are :—Over 
£75,000,000, £75,000,000, £44,000,000, 
£40,000,000—that is the estimate, | 
understand, accepted by the late Ministry 
of Mines of the Transvaal Government ” 
—the word chamber has been reported 
—“‘also as low as £7,500,000 and 
£1,000,000.” A mistake has been made 
by my having been reported to have said 
in that place “Chamber of Mines ” 
instead of the “late Ministry of Mines of 
the Transvaal Government.” 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 
Resolved, That this House do meet 
To-morrow, at Ten of the clock.—(JJr. 
Balfour.) 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2) 


BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): There are one or two points of 
detail which I should like to submit very 
shortly for the consideration of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and of the Com- 
mittee on the question that Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill. This is, I think, 
the fourth of the series of War Loan 
Bills, and I do not suppose that it is the 
last. When the first Bill of this series 
was brought before the House in October, 
1899, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
made a statement in regard to his inten- 
tion which was then received with much 
satisfaction from all parts of the House, 
and as to which, I think, some re-assur- 
ance would be now desirable. The ques- 
tion was as between permanent borrowing 
and taxation ; and this is what the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said on the 23rd 
| October, 1899, on one of the stages of 
the first Loan Bill. He said 

‘My intention is that this debt will not be 
of long duration. I think it ought to be pro- 
vided for, if necessary, of course, by an addi- 
tion to taxation, but I hope it may be paid off 
in the year next ensuing or even sooner.” 
Are we now to understand that as the 


I made to the Chamber of Mines was at! cost of the war is much greater than the 
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right hon. Gentleman contemplated, the 
undertaking he then gave no longer holds 
good? Are we to understand that we 
are adding something to the debt which 
will not be subject to the declaration 
then made by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer? I put a question to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer the other day on 
another point. It is not the first time I 
have approached him on that subject. We 
were discussing yesterday the question of 
the Transvaal assets available for the cost 
of the war. I think there are other assets 
which may be made available, and which 
are now running to waste. The specific 
asset I have in contemplation, and which 
is not now made use of, is what is calied 
the monopoly value of the publicans’ 
licences arising from the present scale of 
duties. 

*THE CHAIRMAN: ‘That question 
does not arise on the first clause of this 
Bill. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I un- 
derstood that I should be in order in dis- 
cussing any question relating to the 
raising of ways and means. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
will see that it would be quite impossible 
to frame an Amendment to cover the 
point he raises. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I un- 
derstood that I would have been in order 
if I had raised this point on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and that I would have 
been in order in raising it in Committee. 
If you rule that I am not in order, I have 
nothing more to say on that point. But 
I have another point which I can make 
relevant without any great strain on logic 
—and that is as to the extent to which 
Imperial contributions might be made 
towards the cost of the war. Without 
going further into the matter I hope 
that at some later stage some kind of 
assurance will be given that the self- 
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governing portions of the Empire outside | 


the United Kingdom which have re 
sponded so loyally to the call of the 
Empire will show that they are equally 
willing to recognise their responsibilities 
in other directions. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) desired 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he could give any reply with 
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dissatisfaction had been expressed at the 
amount of the last loan given to that 
country. Not only had America got the 
making of war-like stores, such as bridges 
and so forth, but in addition to that a 
large portion of the loan as well. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I can make no promise 
whatever as to the means by which | 
shall raise this loan, except so far 
as they are laid down in _ this 
Bill, nor any action I may take 
as to the place where it will be 
raised, As I have already stated to the 
House, it may be more than six weeks 
before it is necessary to raise any money 
at all, and it is impossible for me to fore- 
cast what may be the state of the money 
market then, or in what manner it will 
be most useful to the public to raise the 
loan. As to the last loan, I found that 
in all probability I could not obtain in 
the London market such terms as a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to accept. 
I therefore made inquiries in America ; a 
part was taken there at a fair price, and 
the remainder was scrambled for in the 
money market here mainly, I believe, 
because part of the loan had been taken 
up in America. Having made inquiries 
since of persons well able to form an 
opinion, 1 am confident that my action 
in placing part of the loan in America 
had a very material influence for the bene- 
fit of the public on the money market 
here. 

Clause 1, and remaining clauses agreed 
to. 

Bill reported without amendment ; to 
be read the third time To-morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
ATION) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :-— 

*Mr. T. M. HEALY: I desire to renew 
the protest I made in March last in regard 
to the amount asked for to provide for 
the purposes of this war. I do not be- 
lieve that £16,000,C00 is an adequate 
sum, and I believe that the Government, 


(APPROPRI. 


'as I said last March, are unconsciously 


deceiving themselves and misleading the 


regard to the question he had asked | taxpayers. We cannot expect Gentlemen 


previously as to the amount of the War 
Loan given to America. Considerable 


| 
| 


| 


in the position of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to do more in their personal 
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capacity than he has done, for naturally | 
he wishes to minimise the cost, and | 
shrinks from facing realities. When the | 
right hon. Gentleman stated in March 
last that he would only have to~make | 
provision up till September he must have | 
been acting on information from the War 
Department, and the House went to a_ 
dissolution on that. I do not say that | 
the political consequence of this miscalcu- 
lation now is as grave as it was then or 
that the results can be so serious, be- | 
cause there will not be a dissolution | 
between this and 3lst March next, but | 
the three Kingdoms have been misled | 
by previous estimates, and the Govern- | 
ment have been .voted back to power in | 
consequence. J think when we see such | 
disasters occurring as we have read and 
are told it is mere guerilla warfare, it is | 
not £16,000,000, but £60,000,000 that 
will be needed. These small amounts 
that are being asked for, lest you should 
frighten your own supporters, must prove 
of the greatest encouragement to the 
3ours. You say you want to put an end 
to the war, but you cannot do it on the 
cheap, and it would he fat better to take 
your courage in both hands and confess 
the truth to the nation. To pretend the 
war is over, and that the Republics are 
conquered, is to foster a delusion. 
Having divided the House upon the Vote 
in former stages, I do not propose to 
divide the House now, becauve having by 
voice and vote made my protest against 
this unjust and ruinous war, I do not 
consider I am called upon to do more, but 
I seriously invite the attention of the tax- 
payers to the fact that this £16,000,000 
is just as inadequate for the job which 
you have in hand as the amount you 
asked for in March last. I do not 
attach the least blame to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer personally, because he 
has, I believe, never been in favour of the 
policy which provoked this train of mis- 
fortunes. 

Clause 1 and remaining clauses agreed 
to. 

Bill reported without amendment ; to 
be read the third time To-morrow. 


Temporary Execution. 


OFFICE (WEST INDIA MAIL 
CONTRACT). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [13th December], 
“ That the Contract, dated the Ist day of 
September, 1900, entered into with the 
Royal Mail Steam Packet Company for 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


POST 
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of Powers of Speaker. “70 
the conveyance of the West India Mails 
for the period from the Ist day of July, 
1900, to the 30th day of June, 1905, be 


approved.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Contract, dated the 
Ist day of September, 1900, entered into 
with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Com- 
pany for the conveyance of the West 
India Mails for the period from the Ist 
day of July, 1900, to the 30th day of 
June, 1905, be approvea. 

Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 7th day of this 
instant December, Mr. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at 2 quarter 
before Five of the clock. 


TEMPORARY EXECUTION OF 
POWERS OF SPEAKER. 

By virtue of an Act passed in the 
twenty-fourth year of the reign of His 
late Majesty King George the Third, in- 
tituled, “ An Act to repeal so much of two 
Acts made in the tenth and _ fifteenth 
years of the reign of His present Majesty, 
as authorises the Speaker of the House of 
Commons to issue his Warrant to the 
Clerk of the Crown for making out Writs 
for the Election of Members to serve in 
Parliament, in the manner therein men- 
tioned, and for substituting other pro- 
visions for the like purpose,” I do hereby 
nominate, appoint, and authorise 

The Right Hon. John William Mellor, 

Sir John Edward Dorington, baronet, 


The Right Hon. James Alexander 
Campbell, 
Sir Thomas Henry Grattan-Esmonde, 
baronet, 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, and 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, 
being Members of the House of 


Commons, or any one or more of them, 
to execute all and singular the powers 
given to the Speaker of the House of 
Commons for the time being, for issuing 
Warrants to the Clerk of the Crown, in 
the cases as in the said Act specified. 
Given under my hand and seal, this 
|tenth day of December, in the year of 
our Lord One thousand nine hundred. 
WILLIAM Court GULLY, 


Speaker. 
14th December, 1900. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Saturday, 15th December, 1900. 
LORD ORANMORE AND BROWNE. 
Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 


that the right of Geoffrey Henry, Baron | 
of Oranmore and browne, to vote at elec- | 
tions of Representative Peers for Ireland 


has been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor; read and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


VISCOUNT MOUNTGARRET. 


Report made from the Lord Chancellor 


that the right of Henry Edmund, 
Viscount Mountgarret, to vote at elec- 
tions of Representative Peers for Ireland 
has been established to the satisfacion of 
the Lord Chancellor; read and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


VISCOUNT MOUNTGARRET. 
LORD ORANMORE AND BROWNE. 
Ordered and directed, by the Lords 

Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, that certificates be sent by the 
Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Viscount Mountgarret 
and of the Lord Oranmore and Browne to 
vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of him the said Lord 
Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords 
has ordered such reports to be sent to the 
said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 
it is hereby also ordered, that the said 
Reports of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Military Notes on the Dutch Republics | 


of South Africa, Presented{by Command], 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LONDON). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the County of London, dividing the East 
Division of Finsbury into Polling Dis- 

VOL. LXXXVIII. [Fourtn Series. ] 
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tricts. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WAR 
BILL. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 


the 


LOAN (No. 2) 


(APPROPRIA- 


Brought from and 


read 1¢, 


Commons, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XX XIX. considered 
(according to order), and suspended for 
this day’s sitting. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2) 
BILL. 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 


TION) BILM!.. 

Standing Order No. XXXLX. having 
been suspended, Bills read 2¢ (The Lord 
Ashbourne). Committees negatived. 
sills read 3“, and passed. 

House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent : 

1. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 
2. Supplemental War Loan (No. 2). 
HER MAJESTY’S SPEECH. 

Delivered by the Lord Chancellor. 
Commission for proroguing Parliament 
read, and Parliament prorogued to 
Thursday, the 14th of February next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Saturday, 15th December, 1900. 


The House met at Ten of the clock. 
and 


A Member took subscribed the 


Oath. 
PETITIONS. 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF 
CORPS. 
Petition of F. A. Andrew, F. G. W. 
Davies, W. A. Hill, George B. Brown, 
2N 
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H. W. Davies, D. F. Stuart, and Arundel | 
Begbie, for redress of grievances ; to lie | 
upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 

Petition from Balham, for prohibition ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
REPORTS 
NEOUS). 


COLONIAL (MISCELLA- 


Copy presented, of Report No. 15) 


(Canada, Memorandum on the Legal 
Status of British North American Indians) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (LONDON). 

Copy presented—-of Order made by 
the County Council of London dividing 
the East Division of Finsbury into 
Polling Districts [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Endowed Charities (County of Lon- 
don)—Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson); 
to be printed. [No. 390.] 

2. Endowed Charities (County of Mont- 
gomery)—Return relative thereto [ordered 
14th February ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to 
be printed. [No. 391.] 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table :— 
List of the Bills, Reports, Estimates, and 
Accounts and Papers printed by order of 
the House, and of Papers presented by 
Command, Session 2, 1900, with a 
General Alphabetical Index thereto, 27th 
Parliament, First Session, 64 Vic., 3rd 
December, 1900, to 15th December, 1900 ; 
to be printed. [No. 392.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR--THE 
NOOITGEDACHT REVERSE. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can give the House any 
further information concerning General 
Clements’ engagement. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have a telegram from Lord 


Kitchener which arrived at six o'clock 


this morning, and more or less bears out 
the less favourable account which was 
given yesterday of the attack on Nooitge- 
dacht. It is as follows— 


‘** Pretoria, Dec. 14, 6 p.m. 


‘*General Clements has brought in his force 
to Commando Nek unopposed. 

‘*His casualties were, I regret to say, 
heavy. 
‘* Killed.—Five officers ; nine other ranks. 

‘* Missing.—Eighteen officers and 555 other 
ranks. 

‘‘These latter were four companies North- 
umberland Fusiliers, who ware stationed on 
hill, and some Yeomanry and other details 
sent up to support them. Name and nature 
of wounds are being telegraphed from Cape 
Town. 

‘* Broadwood’s Brigade took no part in the 
engagement. Boers suffered severely.” 


The other telegrams refer to the opera- 
tions against De Wet, and are as follows- — 


‘* Pretoria, Dec. 14, 6 p.m. 

‘General Knox drove De Wet north to the 
Thaba Nchu-Ladybrand line, which was held 
by our troops. De Wet’s force, about 3,000 
strong, has made several attempts to get 
through during the day, assisted by a force of 
Boers operating from the north. These 
attacks have been driven back, though some 
Boers from the south have been able to get 
through the line. 

“Two commandoes still in the neighbour- 
hood of Zastron are being dealt with by 
mounted troops operating from Aliwal aud 
Rouxville.” 

** 9.30 p.m. 

“Whilst passing our lines in the neighbour- 
hood of Thaba Nehu, De Wet’s force lost con- 
siderably. 

“The South African Light Horse and 
Thorneycroft’s Mounted Infantry captured 
one 15-pounder taken at Dewetsdorp, one 
Pom-Pom, several wagons a» munition, 
twenty-two prisoners, and some horses and 
mules. 

‘A portion of the enemy’s force has not 
been able to pass north.” 


*Sim CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether the captured 
force was the Ist or 2nd_ Battalion 
(Northumberland Fusiliers) ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I understand it was 
the 2nd Battalion. 


DESTRUCTION OF IRRIGATION DAMS. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs) : I wish to ask a question of 
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which I have given private notice, namely, 
whether the right hon. Gentleman has 
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{ sender could not the telegram be laid on 
the Table ? 


Questions. 


any information with reference to the | 


breaking of dams in South Africa since 
Lord Roberts’ proclamation. Can the 


right. hon. Gentleman say to what extent | 


the destruction has gone on ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I) 
cannot answer the question without 
notice. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
But I sent notice of a similar question 
last night. It was to ask the Secretary 
for War if he can inform the House 
how many irrigation dams, referred 
to in Lord Roberts’ proclamation of 
November 8th, have been destroyed in 
South Africa; whether the destruction 
of such dams does not turn the land into 
a sandy waste, and whether instructions 
have been given that the dams be rebuilt 
in order that crops may be grown, and the 
country saved from famine. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member’s 
notice only reached me at 9.30 this 
morning, and it has been impossible for 
me to have inquiry made. 

“SEAT SOLD TO 


THE BOERS” INCI- 


DENT—MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S TELE- 
GRAM. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary for the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
a question of which I have given him 
private notice; whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House the original 
of the telegram sent by the Colonial 
Secretary in which the phrase “ given to 
the Boers” was changed by the trans- 
mitter into ‘sold to the Boers.” 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The hon. 
Member says he gave me private notice. 
Ihave not had any notice, but without 
notice I should say the Post Office has no 
authority to lay this telegram on the 
Table. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I posted the 
notice myself on Friday night to the 
Postmaster General. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): With the consent of the 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Kifion): I should like to ask 
whether, with the assent of the sender, 
the Postmaster General would be allowed 
to show the original to any Member of 
the House, and whether the sender will 


| sO consent. 
*THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
'CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, 


Bristol, W.): The law prohibits the pub- 
lication of telegrams. I cannot say off- 
hand whether it is possible for this 
telegram to be produced or not, but I am 
quite sure of this, that my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary would desire 
its publication if possible. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the 
Colonial Secretary give his consent ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have already stated 
the facts of this case, and I should have 
thought that the statement would have 
been completely satisfactory to the House. 
I stated that I gave instructions to send 
a telegram, in answer to a request for one 
which was addressed to me by some can- 
didate, to the effect that the Mayor of 
Mafeking’s message was that a seat lost 
to the Government was a seat gained by 
the Boers. I saw in the papers next day 
or the day after that this telegram had 
arrived at its destination in the form that 
a seat lost by the Government was a 
seat “sold to” the Boers, which is 
perfect nonsense. I at once sent my 
private secretary down to the Post Office 
to make inquiries. It was admitted, at once, 
that the telegram had been incorrectly 
sent. I believe the original telegram was 
shown to my private secretary, or offered 
to be shown to him, and it has since been 
offered to be shown to me. It was per- 
fectly correct as I intended it. The post- 
master admitted that, owing to a mistake 
by the transmitter of the telegram, the 
words had been altered. I have not the 
slightest objection to the production of 
the telegram. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman communicate that 
to the Postmaster General ? It is all very 
well to say in the House that he has no 


2N2 








877 


Questions. 


objection to the production, but will he | 
| sent as early as possible. 


communicate that to the Postmaster 
General? Merely stating that he has 
might, or might not, be sufticient. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not a proper observation. 


TAXATION IN THE ANNEXED RE- 
PUBLICS—SUGGESTED COMMISSION. 

Mr. STROYAN (Perthshire, W.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer if it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to appoint a Commission, or other 
hody, to investigate on the spot and 
report as to the industrial, commercial, 
and agricultural position and prospects in 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colonies, 
and on the mode of adjusting taxation, 
with a view to securing the encourage- 
ment of the mining industry and the 
increase of a loyal majority. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This ques- 
tion should be addressed to the Colonial 
Secretary rather thanto me. But I may 
remind the hon. Member that two Com- 
missions have already been appointed 
and are at work investigating certain 
matters, and of course it is possible that 
some further inquiries may be held on 
others. A general inquiry such as he 
contemplates is rather a matter for the 
Government, I think. 


THE COLONIAL CONTINGENTS— 
STATISTICS. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
what has been the strength of the contin- 
gents sent to South Africa by the 
Dominion of Canada, the group of the 
Australian Colonies included in the Com- 
monwealth of Australia Bill, and the 
Colony of New Zealand respectively ; 
what the number of men from each 
invalided home ; and what the number of 
men from each allowed to leave otherwise 
than as invalids. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Bir- 
mingham, 8.): My right hon. friend’s 
question only reached me this morning, 
and I have not been able to make the 
necessary inquiries. What I would sug- 
gest to the hon. Member is that I should 
treat the question as being addressed to 
the Secretary for War at the War Office, 
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(Juestions. 


in which case a written answer will be 


OFFICE CONTRACTS—BELFAST 
TENT CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether it 
has come to his knowledge that Messrs. 


WAR 


| Wilson and Sons, tent and sail makers, of 


Belfast, whilst engaged on a War Office 
contract for tents, reduced the wages of 
skilled tent-makers from 32s. to 22s. per 
week ; whether, upon the men refusing 
to accept these terms, they were dis- 
missed and their places filled with un- 
skilled labour and boys; whether this is 
a violation of the conditions upon which 
the contract was given out ; and whether, 
in the event of the facts being as stated, 
he will remove the name of Messrs. Wilson 
and Sons from the list of War Office con- 
tractors. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: As I 
informed the hon. Gentleman last night, 
it is impossible for me to answer these 
questions without full notice. I have 
been unable as yet to make further in- 
quiries into this matter. But what | 
believe did oceur was this. The con- 
tractors for tents originally employed sail 
makers on the work, and having found it 
was not necessary to employ so high a 
standard of labour they resorted—as they 
were perfectly entitled to do—to tent- 
makers, in order to complete the con- 
tract. The wages of tent makers are less 
a great deal than those of sail makers, 
and if that is the case the contractors 
have not committed any breach of con- 
tract, and it is not a matter with which 
the War Office can interfere. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: In making 
further inquiries will the right hon. Gen- 
tleman inquire of the workpeople and 
the Trades Council ! 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If the 
non. Gentleman will give me time I will 
guarantee that very full inquiries shall be 
made. 


ABERDEEN POST OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether the £2,000 already voted for the 
Aberdeen Post Office are still available or 
if the money has been devoted to some 
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other purpose, and, if so, what purpose ; 


and whether he will state, seeing that all 
preliminary arrangements are complete, 
why the building cannot commence in the 
spring of next year. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): Of course, I cannot 
answer this question, seeing it requires 
communication with Edinburgh, and_ it 
only reached me a few minutes ago. But 
[ will send a reply to the hon. Member. 
Any money voted for a service for a 
given year is available up to the end of 
March, and if not then expended must 
be re-voted in the next year. With 
regard to the second part of the question, 
referring to the delay in the erection of 
these buildings, | may point out that the 
municipal authorities of Aberdeen desired 
the creation of a street which involved a 
change of site, and entirely new plans 
had consequently to be prepared. 


Mr. PIRIE: The plans are not new 
entirely. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have care- 
fully looked into the matter, and am pre- 
pared to say that my facts are correct. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR LOAN (No. 2) 


, sha. 


Read the third time and passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
mm: ” 

Time. 


*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I had 
earnestly hoped it would not be necessary 
for me to have to call attention to a sub- 
ject which I have already brought before 
this House on three occasions during 
the present short session—I allude to 
the questions put to the Colonial 
Secretary with regard to a letter 
published in what I might call an 
Electioneering Book, but which I ought, 
perhaps, to term a Blue-book. The letter 
I refer to was written by Mr. Merriman 
to a colleague in the Cape Assembly, and 
it was published by the Government 
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without the writer being afforded any 
opportunity of explaining his position in 
regard to it, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise on this Bill. 


*Mr. PIRIE: But this is an Appro- 
priation Bill, on which I would submit we 
are entitled to discuss any subject. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
may call it an Appropriation Bill, but 
he is only entitled to discuss those sub- 
jects which relate to the Estimates dealt 
with by the Bill. 


*Mr. PIRIE: Then perhaps 1 may 
refer to the subject incidentally in the 
remarks I am going to make on the 
general condition of affairs in Cape 
Colony, and, indeed, in South Africa 
generally, and I will merely cite it as one 
of the many examples which account for 
the state of feeling to which I am about 
to draw attention. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
think it well to inform the hon. Member 
that he cannot debate a subject I have 
ruled out of order by saying he is going 
to do it incidentally. 


*Mr. PIRIE: This being so, before the 
House passes the Third Reading of this 
Bill, | will merely ask leave to make a few 
remarks on the genera] situation in South 
Africa, a situation of which, I think, the 
House possesses a very imperfect notion. 
I beg to draw the attention of hon. Mem- 
bers to its great gravity and seriousness. 
I think it is almost a misnomer to speak 
of this Bill as a War Lean Bill—the 
actual facts are such as to justify it 
being called a Civil War Loan Bill. Hon. 
Members have no conception of the 
amount of intermarriage which has gone 
on in South Africa. The whole com- 
murity there may be said to form one 
large family, and it is because I wish the 
country to have a more correct idea of the 
situation and to realise how close are the 
ties between our colonists in South Africa 
and those who are suffering the horrors 
of this war that I am making these 
remarks to-day. During the few 
months which [ spent in South Africa, 
I came across ‘many instances of this close 
relationship between families fighting on 
opposite sides, and I may say that they 
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could be multiplied a hundredfold. In one 
case a Cape colonist of Dutch descent had 
two sons who settled in the Transvaal as 
burghers. 
duty, went out to fight on commando. 
Both were killed, and the old man’s 
reply, on being informed of the fact, 
was: “I have seventeen other relatives 
still fighting on the same side for 
you to kill.” Another colonist had no 
fewer than thirty-five relatives taking 
part in the war, and similar instances 
could be found in all parts of Cape 
Colony. There was one very sad case, 
that of the daughter of a well-known 
gentleman in Stellenbosch, near Cape 
Town, who married a judge of the 
Free State. The judge went out on 
commando, he was taken prisoner, and, 
while he was detained, his farm in the 
Free State was blown up with dynamite. 
I will not say whether that was right or 
wrong; military necessities may have 
demanded it. His wife and ehildren 


were transported to Port Elizabeth, 
and obliged to live in iron huts, 


being provided with the barest neces- 
sities of life. I am glad to have this 
opportunity of testifying to the fact 
that, as far as I could _ observe, 
making allowances for hardships, the 
actual conduct of our soldiers towards 
the women and children was univer- 
sally humane. But the fact remains, 
that while detained at Port Elizabeth this 
lady lost one of her children through, as is 
alleged, the hardships to which they were 
subjected. Now, cases like these are to be 
found broadcast throughout the Colony, 
and are known to every colonist in South 
Africa. Can you wonder, therefore, 
that the people feel bitterly, and that they 
are protesting in the only manner open 
to them against the continuance of this 
war? Is it likely to conduce to a better 
feeling on their part when Sir Alfred 
Milner, receiving a deputation which 
presents the constitutional protests of 
these people against the continuance of 
the war on the preseut lines, tells them 
that their protest in the conference at 
which it was adopted was the work 
of “clever agitators”? Surely clever 
agitators are not needed to induce people 
to give expression to their natural feel- 
ings. I hope that the people of this 
country will soon become alive to the 
actual facts of the situation, and will 
realise that the feelings of these people 
are indeed deeply disturbed. 


Mr. Pirie. 
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Those two sons, as was their 


There | 
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growing mistrust in the minds of 
British colonists of Dutch descent. 
I mention a fact not generally known in 
this country when I state that for some 
days before the actual invasion by our 
troops of the Orange Free State, the whole 
of the South African colonial forces were 
arrested on the borders of Cape Colony 
by order of Lord Roberts. The report 
went about that it was not the intention 
of the Commander-in-Chief to allow any 
of the South African colonial forces to 
carry on the war in the Orange Free 
State or the Transvaal,  recognis- 
ing that it was only just and right 
that if those people had afterwards to live 
together it would be conducive to good 
feeling between them that in the con- 
duct of the war they should be mixed up 
as little as possible with the invasion, 
and that the troops of this country and 
the Canadians and Australians only should 
be employed. I regretted that Lord 
Roberts’ order was overruled, but I 
cannot say by whom. That is a fair 
example of how this mistrust has been 
created, and how feeling will become un- 
necessarily embittered unless something 
is done to alleviate the strein now pre- 
vailing. Since I last addressed the House 
there has been absolute confirmation of 
the dissatisfaction felt in South Africa with 
reference to the course pursued by Sir 
Alfred Milner, and of how his new 
appointment is being looked upon there 
as the crowning stone to the series of 


| one-sided appointments to which I then 


alluded and by the exposure of which the 
hon. Member for Mansfield has rendered 
a public service. Our policy has not been 
worthy of this country. It has been onethat 
reminds me of abig man who, having been 
insulted by a little boy, instead of being 
content with giving him a box on the 
ear, or a sound whipping, is not content 
until he has killed him. That is nota 
dignified policy. That is why, before the 
passing of this Bill, I ask for some ex- 
planation of the way the war is being con- 
ducted. We are reversing the great 
British traditions of old. 1 would like to 
read an extract from a letter written by 
a lady at Cape Town to an English 
gentleman. She says 


“1 think it would only be by coming amongst 
them [the Dutch] that you could understand 
how deeply the Dutch people are suffering 
how truly they had trusted and loved and 
looked up to England and its Queen, and how 
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puzzled they now are and unwilling to give up 
their ideal, while all that represents England 
to them here is so hostile and repulsive and 
cruel,” 


That is the state of affairs in Cape 
Colony. As the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition has said, the time for states- 
manship has come, and the time of 
militarism is over. The Secretary for 
War said that he feared to exhibit 
weakness. I wish, indeed, that this 
country had, in the last few years, shown 
strength for the weak instead of what we 
have shown, weakness towards the strong. 
Generosity to the numerically weak can 
never be misjudged as in this case. I 
wish we could take a warning by history. 
The only thing open for us at the present 
moment is to declare an armistice and 
enter into negotiations with Botha. I 
would ask the House to remember that 
the generals in the field do not represent 
Kruger or Krugerism. They have been, 
in the past, bitterly opposed to Kruger 
and his methods. They are the men 
with whom we ought to treat at the 
present moment. We should not be 
blind to the lessons of history. I ask 
the House to remember that in Canada 
in 1837 we did not say that we would 
not make terms with the rebels, but that 
we did not know enough, and we sent a 
Royal Commission, with the result that 
negotiations were entered into and peace 
was brought about. Then there is the 
history ot America. It is useful to look 
hack on the old annals of this House. 
For atime the war there in 1780 was 
carried on because a majority were in 
favour of it, but little by little that 
majority disappeared, and at last it 
was resolved that the war should be 
stopped. The logic of facts is very 
strong indeed. We will never govern 
the Transvaal by force. When I hear 
military men and others say “Why 
should they not give in?” I feel inclined 
to ask, are the conditions of the two forces 
the same? The Boers are fighting for 
what belongs to them, and we are 
fighting for what does not belong to 
us. This country has got a wolf by the 
ear, and unless we take care that wolf 
might give us a deal of trouble vet. I 
do not believe this country will see the 
assimilation of these two races for over a 
hundred years if we pursue the policy we 
are pursuing at the present time. A 
great effort is being made to capture De 
Wet, but supposing that you had captured 
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him, which would happen? Do you 
mean to tell me that other De Wets 
will not spring up ? Of course they will. 
The Colonial Secretary in referring to the 
future mentioned the ominous word 
“famine.” I regret that the Secretary 
for War has not given some information 
in regard to the breaking of dams in the 
Orange Free State. There is not one 
labourer’s cottage in the Orange Free 
State and the Transvaal that does not 
possess its dam. A dam is as essential to 
the life of those on the farmsas the steam 
boiler to the engine. Have hon. Members 
realised that there are 800,000 natives in 
the Transvaal, and 200,000 natives in the 
Orange Free State? Is it imagined 
that you can starve out the Boers when 
you have to support the natives? This 
is a continuation of the terrible ignorance 
which has prevailed in this country for 
eighteen months. I wish to ask an ex- 
planation in regard to a_ telegram. 
Telegrams coming through Reuter and 
passing the strict censorship must be 
taken as accurate. The telegram is 
headed “Lord Kitchener’s Intentions,” 
and contains the following — 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


‘*As Lord Kitchener is taking steps by 
whioh it is hoped that the campaign will be 
brought to a speedy close, the conduct of the 
war will be changed.” 


I hope at least that it will not be a 
change in which our opponents will be 
considered and classed as rebels. I trust 
that it will not be a policy of extermina- 
tion. I warn the Government that the 
blood will be upon their heads if they 
should be guilty of such a thing as that. 
I warn them that a policy of retaliation 
will not bea policy that will even succeed, 
apart from the question of right or 
wrong. Success appears to be the only 
thing that appeals to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. The reason for the ignorance 
prevailing in this country cannot be 
entirely attributed to the press. I should 
be out of order if I dwelt on this 
subject, but I wish to say that the press 
in South Africa is a monopoly controlled 
by one company, and that company 
by one man—the De Beers Company 
and Mr. Rhodes. For the first time in a 
military campaign instead of having a 
military censorship! there has been a 
political censorship. I wish to speak with 
all respect of the two or three hon. 
Members who have been performing the 
arduous duties of press censors. They 
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have done the work as well as it could 
be done under the circumstances. But it 
is against all the true interests of the 
country to have Members of Parliament, 
on one side or the other, in the press 
censorship, and determining what news 
should reach this country. It was abso- 
lutely wrong, in my opinion, to take over 
the press on reaching Bloemfontein. 
Better have no press at all than to 
hand it over as was done to the nominees 
of the mine owners in South Africa. The 
Boers have proved their sterling value, 
but we have made false calculations from 
the beginning to the end of the cam- 
paign. I only trust that we may not 
continue to do so. Our world position is 
at stake. The First Lord of the Treasury 
has referred to the fact that we have the 
goodwill of the Governments of Europe. I 
think the right hon. Gentleman must be 
very blind, or willingly blind, if he does 
not see why. We have the gooawill of 
the Governments of Europe because 
they are getting everything they want 
out of us in China, Samoa, and else- 
where. Why should they wish to put an 
end to what is so manifestly to their 
advantage ? General Buller, the other day, 
expressed the pious wish that this war 
would benefit the world. If we persevere 
in our present course it may benefit the 
world, but in a very different way from 
that meant by General Buller. It may 
lead to this—that instead of our being 
the leader in everything which is high, 
noble, and worthy of our past, we shall 
have to vacate that position in favour 
of another nation which holds better to 
the law of right-doing which ought to 
govern the conduct of nations. I trust I 
have not been presumptuous in bringing 
these matters forward. I have laid my 
small experience before the House with 
some reluctance, because I do not care 
in any way to lay myself open to the 
suspicion of bringing experience gained 
in the military service of the Queen 
to the service of one party or the 
other. But [ have made these remarks 
in no party interest, but in those of truth 
and of my country, and because it is my 
bounden duty to give the best advice [ 
can in the Queen’s Assembly, and as 
representing my constituents I am bound 
to let the experience I have gained 
as a servant of the Queen, in no 
matter how minor or humble a capacity, 
be known as widely as possible. I would 
ask the Government for an explanation— 


Mr. Pirie. 
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‘firstly, of their conduct in regard to the 


letter of Mr. Merriman, because it has 


' had an enormous effect on South African 


opinion; secondly, of what is meant 
by that ambiguous telegram as to Lord 


'Kitchener’s intentions ; and thirdly, of 


the incidents of breaking dams; and I 
would also like a promise that the political 
censorship which has obtained during 
this campaign should cease. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I desire to urge upon Her Majesty’s 
Government the desirability of having a 
day of national thanksgiving at the com- 
mencement of the new century. It was 
gratifying to notice the high tone of Lord 
Roberts’ speech on leaving Cape Town 
the other day, and to see how he recog- 
nised the hand of Almighty God in pro- 
tecting him during the war. I humbly 
suggest on this last day of the session, 
and almost at the close of the nineteenth 
century, that it would be extremely 
desirable that the whole nation at the 
commencement of the new century should 
present themselves before Almighty God, 
thanking Him for the victory that has 
been given, and entreating His protection 
and guidance during the time that is to 
come, 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I hope on the Ist January 
we shall have something to be thankful 
for, but, at all events, to-day is a day cf 
depression and humiliation. The sad and 
painful news read by the Secretary of 
State for War this morning must have 
cast a gloom over the House, and de- 
pressed even more than has hitherto been 
the case the minds of all who take an 
interest in the events that are proceeding 
in South Africa. I should like to refer to 
the language of the proclamation issued 
on 14th December, in which the Com- 
mander-in-Chief points out that— 

“Except in the small area oceupied by the 
Boer army under the personal command of 
Commandant-General Botha the war is de- 
generating and has degenerated into opera- 
tions carried on in an irregular and irrespon- 
sible manner by small and in many cases 
insignificant bodies of men.” 


Lord Roberts then goes on to point out 


“JT should be failing in my duty to Her 
Majesty’s Government and to Her Majesty’s 
Army in South Africa if I neglected to use 
every means in my power to bring such irre- 
gular warfare to an early conclusion.” 
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Then he goes on to use these words— 


“The means which I am compelled to adopt 
are those which the customs of war prescribe 
as being applicable to such cases. ‘They are 
ruinous to the country—the burning of farms 
and the breaking of dams—and entail endless 
suffering on the burghers and their families, 
and the longer this guerilla warfare continues 
the more vigorously must they be enforced.” 


I would ask the Government, in view of 
the events which have transpired within 
the last few hours, is this policy going to 
be continued ? Is this burning of farms, 
the breaking of dams, and the devastation 
of the country to be continued until at 


last we shall be able to call it a peace 
when we mean a desert? “The more 
vigorously must they be enforced.” I do 


not know whether from to-day the war 
has not resumed its original character. 
Who is there to-day who can stand up 
in this House and really say that we 
are carrying on a_ series of guerilla 
operations? We are told that the 
character of the war is now going to 


as J understand, is about to take stil! 
more repressive measures against the 
Dutch population of the two colonies. 
What the character of that action may be 
we are left to imagine. All I can say is 


that if it involves more brutality and | 
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The leaders there, as in other cases, are 
expressly exempted. Under circumstances 
of that kind, and if the terms of these 
proclamations are to be adhered to, it is 
practically impossible to hope to deal 
with the leaders at all. There is another 


| question arising out of these pro- 
clamations to which I wish to draw 


| the attention of 


| 
| 


the House. The pro- 
clamation is No. 27, and it affects 
very seriously the refugees now at Cape 
Town and elsewhere. It makes the taxes, 
revenues, dues, licences, and moneys due 
to the Government of the South African 
Republic payable to Her Majesty's 
forces now in occupation of certain 
portions of the said territory. This pro- 
clamation has aroused the keenest appre- 
hension amongst the refugees. ‘They are 
under the impression that those influences 


so well and accurately described the other 


day by the hon. Member for Mansfield, 
which now surround the Government 
of the Transvaal and the Orange River 


& | Colony, will, under this proclamation, 
be changed, and that Lord Kitchener, | 


| perty. 


practicall > deprive them in a very large 
number of instances of their own pro- 
[Iu is quite impossible for them 
to pay the taxes and so on which are pay- 
able in respect of these properties, and 


/ unless the taxes are duly paid they fear 


suffering than that which has hitherto | 


taken place, we shall soon, as a nation, 
have reason to hide our heads in shame. 
What are we doing 
an end ? 
appropriation of £16,000,000 more, and | 
daresay that when we meet again we shall 
have another enormous demand. Have 
hon. Members read the correspondence 
between Lord Roberts and General Botha / 
Is it for us now to say that nothing short 
of unconditional surrender will satisfy us ? 


that the properties will be forfeited. I 
wish to ask the Government whether 


ithey can give the Honse any assurance 


to bring this war to | 
This bill provides for the | 


that those fines and penalties will not be 
enforced against these men in their 
absence. ‘These people are not pro- 
Boers ; they call themselves Imperialists ; 
they are perfectly loyal to the Govern- 
ment of this country, but they have an 


‘apprehension that the capitalists will 
/have an opportunity of “freezing them 


How can we expect to treat with these | 


leaders, these De Wets and Bothas, in the 
field, when we have issued these procla- 
mations to the effect that whatever may 
be forgiven to others they, at all events, 
will never be forgiven? Time after time 
the leaders are referred to and expressly 


out,” as it is termed, that it 
will be their object to limit the white 
population of Johannesburg and the 


| mining centres as much as possible, to do 


excepted from everything in the shape of | 


an amnesty. I might refer to the despatch | 


of the 28th September, which states— 


“This concession [that is to say, that the 


| ® © ‘ mn 
strong expression in Cape Town. 


be sent out of the country] does not apply to | 
'is utterly impossible in many cases for 


those who have taken a prominent military or 
political part in the war, nor to those who have 
broken their oath of 
foreigners.” 


neutrality, nor to | 


|} as much of the work as possible by means 


of native labour, and to secure the com- 
plete control and dominion of the country 
with the presence of a very few white 
men, to whom they will have to pay high 
wages. I think this apprehension is a 
very natural one, and it has found very 
With 


regard to the damage which is occasion- 


burghers who surrender voluntarily will not | ally done to lines of communication, I 


would put it to the Government that it 


the people who live near the lines of 
communication to have any control what- 
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ever over the raiding bands that swoop | 


down upon the railways and do the 
damage. Why, under circumstances of 
that kind, should these unfortunate 
people, simply because they happen to 
live near the lines of communication, be 
punished? The proclamation of the 19th 
J:me contains one article which I would 
venture to describe as the most cowardly 
thing ever put into any proclamation. It 
states 

“As a further precautionary measure the 
Director of Military Railways has been autho- 
rised to order that one or more of the resi- 
dents who will be selected by him from each 
district shall from time to time personally 
accompany trains while travelling through 
their districts.” 


That is to say, these men were to be 
taken as hostages up and down the rail- 
way. [Ministerial cheers.] Is that 
cheered on the other side of the House ? 
[Renewed cheers.] Why, the authorities 
were so utterly ashamed of it that five weeks 
later they repealed the measure. This 
proclamation states that in the same dis- 
tricts where any damage is done to the 
railway a fine to the extent of 2s, 6d. per 
morgen will be levied on the area of the 
farm or farms on which the damage was 
done. Now, some of those farms average 
6,000 acres. I think that is an enormous 
fine. We were told by a distinguished 
general who has recently returned from 
South Africa that these operations were 
not carried out by bond fide burghers, but 
by parties consisting of foreigners and 
people of that sort. If that be so, what 
earthly reason can there possibly be for 
penalising these poor unfortunate people 
who happen to live within a few miles of 
the railway, and where these things have 
happened very much against their will ! 
There is another provision in one of those 
proclamations to which I should like to 
refer, and it is proclamation No. 35. It 
states that- 


“Tn cases where some members of a family, 
who all live on one farm, have broken their 
oath and gone on commando, those remaining 
are to be warned that, unless the former sur- 
render within a reasonable period, all stock, 
supplies, ete., will be taken, and no receipt 
viven.” 

The word “et cetera” is a tremendous 
word, and it is of indefinite magnitude. 
It represents watches, chains, and the 
household furniture. 
be looted, and no receipt is to be given. 
rhere are also other provisions with 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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(Appropriation) Bill. 890 


regard to the burning of the leaders’ 
) houses, but I shall not detain the House 
any further upon this question. We gain 
absolutely nothing by enforcing such pro- 
visions as these, and I trust that for the 
sake of the honour and the credit and 
good name of this old country the 
Government will carry on the war in the 
future as it should be carried on between 
civilised Powers, and that women and 
children shall, as far as possible and con- 
sistent with the cruel necessity of war, be 
spared all this lamentable suffering of 
which our eyes have been witness within 
recent months. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said the hon. Member 
for North Aberdeen had referred to the 
condition in which the women were kept 
at Port Elizabeth, and he stated that 
they were not furnished with the proper 
necessities of life. He read last mght a 
letter which strongly confirmed the 
complaint made by his hon. friend. 
The letter was written by a lady who 
was well known throughout South 
Africa, and she asserted that at Port 
Elizabeth in the camp there were between 
300 and 600 women who were military 
prisoners, that there was only one chair for 
the lot of them, and they had to sleep on 
mattresses. She also stated in the same 
letter that fourteen of these women were 
expecting soon to become mothers, and 
had to sit the livelong day upon the 
ground. He thought it was necessary 
that they should know all the facts of 
these cases. His hon. friend had stated 
that he believed the English soldiers did 
all they could, and that they might be 
relied upon to treat the women fairly and 
properly. He quite agreed with that, 
but it was the authorities who were to 
blame. These women were absolutely 
deprived of any communication with the 
outer world,andalthough they wereallowed 
to receive friends, they were not  per- 
mitted to bring them newspapers. These 
women were the wives of soldiers who 
were fighting against the British, and 
they were imprisoned as military pri- 
soners. It was absurd to talk of the 
Hague Convention, for nothing like this 
treatment of women had ever been prac- 
tised before by any civilised nation. 
We went to war te preserve British 
civilisation as against the civilisation of the 
seventeenth century, which was rampant 
/in the Transvaal, but what we were now 
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imposing was not the civilisation of this 
country, but that of a debased section in 
the country who had forced it into war. 
Complaints had been made on both sides 
of the House with regard to the deten- 
tion of the Imperial Yeomanry, and all 
Members of the House felt that they had 
not been fairly dealt with, and that they 
had been kept longer than the original 
terms of their engagement. A most im- 
portant letter was published in the 
Morning Leader on Thursday _ last, 
which he thought should receive the 
immediate attention of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies in the interest 
of discipline. Whether the statements 
in the letter were true or false it was 
equally important that they should have 
his attention. If true the persons im- 
plicated should at once be punished, and 
if untrue the statements should be denied. 
The letter purported to come from aman 
connected with the Imperial Yeomanry 
who was said to be a prominent man in 
the north of England. He made the 
usual complaint that he was being kept 
in South Africa after the war was said to 
be over, while the C.LY.’s had been 
allowed to return because they had 
London at their back. Then the writer 
of the letter went on to say that the 
Australian contingent demanded to be 
sent home according to the terms of their 
engagement. That privilege was not 
accorded to them, and when they were 
ordered to march they refused, and threw 
down their rifles. The guns were then 
turned upon them, tvhen they immediately 
picked up their rifles and said, “ Now 
turn your guns upon us.” The C.L.V.’s 
were allowed to come home because they 
had London at their back and the Aus- 
tralians because they went on strike. If 
this was not true, it was most important 
that this impression which was evidently 
credited among the Imperial Yeomanry 
should be corrected ; if true, then it was 
necessary that immediate steps should be 
taken to deal with a gross breach of dis- 
cipline in the British Army. His hon. 
friend the Member for Battersea was 
attacked by the right hon. Gentleman 
because of a reference he made to the 
fact that there was a considerable amount 
of dissatisfaction at the treatment accorded 
to the Volunteers. He invited the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention to what: had 
appeared that day in the Morning Leader, 
written by Mr. Charles Williams, in 


which he made a, very bitter reference to 


{15 DeceMBER 1900} 
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the praise accorded toa regiment like the 
C.1.V.’s. Practically they had donenothing. 
[Ministerial cries of “Oh, oh,” and 
‘Shame.”] Their total casualties amounted 
only to 4} per cent., whilst some of the 
Kegular regiments had casualties in one 
engagement amounting to over 30 per 
cent. There was a feeling of jealousy 
existing among the Regulars because the 
Volunteers were practically carpet  sol- 
diers. [Ministeria! cries of “No, no,” 
and “ Order, order!”| What was the use 
of booming these men, who had done 
nothing, as compared with our gallant 
Regulars who had fought our real 
battles at Magersfontein, Colenso, and 
Stormberg, and many of whose regiments 
had been decimated? The C.L.Y.’s had 
been brought home to London and the 
whole business of London had been 
stopped in order to do them honour. 
It was only natural that the men who 
had really borne the heat and burden 
of the day would feel resentment at the 
treatment accorded to the C.I.V.’s simply 
to serve a political purpose by exciting 
the political ardour of the jingoes of 
England. Reference bad been made to 
the ominous telegram from Lord 
Kitchener, in which an indication was 
disclosed of adopting some other method 
of dealing with the men who had broken 
the oath of nentrality, and in which it 
was hinted that the death penalty was 
to be exacted. He supposed that meant 


‘that all prisoners taken henceforth were 


to be shot. He noticed that some 600 
of British men and officers had been 
vaptured by the Boers, and if Lord 
Kitchener carried out the death penalty 
there would certainly be reprisals by the 
3oers upon british prisoners. The 
moderation and patience of the Boers 
under the circumstances was astonishing, 
for they had treated British prisoners 
with the utmost care and consideration, 
and in such a way as had won over the 
hearts of British soldiers, who entertained 
the most kindly feeling towards the Boers, 
and this was solely on account of the ex- 
perience they had had of them in the field. 
It was impossible not to expect that there 
would eventually be reprisals, and if it 
were found that our soldiers were being 
shot by the Boers the feeling of indignation 
which was now rising would attain such 
dimensions as would probably frighten 
even a Government with a majority of 
130. The suggestion that these men 
should be shot was based on the assump- 
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tion that they had voluntarily broken 
their oaths of neutrality. What occurred 
was that the oath of neutrality was 
forced upon them. An article appeared 
in the December number of the Nineteenth 
Century which he would commend to the 


attention of hon. Members. It was 
written by Mrs. J. R. Green, who 
visited the Boer prisoners at St. 


conversation there 
who stated 
oath. He 


Helena. She had a 
with a pale, delicate lad, 
that he had taken his 
added that he was told he would be 
shot if he did not take it. He declined 
twice, and thererpon a British officer took 
out his revolver, and with his finger on the 
trigger, put it to the lad’s head. He was 
told a bullet would be put through his 
head, and he then took the oath. The 
British Army left, and the Boer Army 
then occupied the place. They took the 


lad on commando, and now it would 


appear that if he were taken prisoner he 
would be shot. That was monstrous. 
If the Boers were forced to take the 


oath under threat of being shot or de- 
ported, it was binding on them only as 
long as protection was afforded them. 
How would a similar oath be treated in 
the British Army? According to strict 
military ruje, a British private is not 


allowed to take an oath’ of parole. 
What would occur in the event of 
an invasion of this country? Let 


the House imagine for a moment that 
England had been invaded by an allied 
continental force, and that all the 
southern counties had been cieared of the 
English, and that a certain number of 
English soldiers had been captured and 
forced to take the oath of neutrality. If 
these men had been recovered was it to be 
supposed for a moment that the oath 
they had taken would be allowed to pre- 
vent them from taking part in the defence 
of their country! The kon. Member 
opposite referred to the importance of 
our abasing ourselves before Almighty 
God. He was told that Lord Roberts 
was to be taken to a national service at 
St. Paul’s Cathedral. To identify the 
Christian religion or any Christian service 
with the horrible practices in South 
Africa was blasphemy, and to approach 
the Throne of Grace under any such 
pretence was a blasphemous proceeding. 
What we ought to do was to alter our 
conduct and make it more in accord with 
that of a Christian nation, instead of 
being as it was in accordance with the 
Mr. Bryn Loberts, 
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worst proceedings even of uncivilised 
countries. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I am extremely reluctant to 
intervene in debate to-day, but the very 
grave news that has come this morning, 
and the fact that we shall not have an 
opportunity of discussing the situation 
for another two or three months in Parlia- 
ment make it, I think, necessary that 
something should be said in addition to 
what has fallen from my hon. friends. 
We have just suffered one of the severest 
reverses of the war. We have suffered 
it after Lord Roberts had declared in a 
speech in South Africa that the war was 
over. It is also known from Lord 
Kitchener’s despatch that De Wet ha 
broken through for the tenth time, 
and that he has escaped with the 
bulk of his commando. That, in 
itself, is a serious fact, because it 
proves that the war is going to be 
prolonged for some months yet before 
guerilla warfare commences, because 
according to the rule laid down by the 
Colonial Secretary, as long as 2,000 or 
3,000 men with guns hold together it 
cannot be called guerilla — warfare. 
Accepting that definition, we have not 
yet even approached the guerilla stage. 
We have not vet arrived at the stage 
Lord Roberts said had been reached 
months ago, of marauding bands roaming 


over these two States. I make no 
further apology under these circum- 


stances for trespassing on the time of the 
House. It is only within the last forty- 
eight hours we have had an opportunity 
of reading the proclamations issued by 
Lord Roberts. These proclamations 
ought really to have been published long 
ago, and even now that they are pub- 
lished I must call the attention of the 
House to very serious omissions. There 
are two or three documents necessary 
ior the interpretation of the proclama- 


tions which the right hon. Gentle- 
iaan admits the importance of by 


printing others of a similar character, 
and these are omitted altogether. 1 
should like to know why the important 
correspondence between the General of 
the Boer forces and Lord Roberts has 
been omitted. In it Lord Roberts is 
stated to have communicated to the Boer 
General the fact that he meant to burn 
all farms within ten miles of any spot 
where the railway was broken. That 
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communication is not included in these 
despatches as it ought to have been in 


view of the fact that Lord Roberts’ orders | 
were that the farmhouse nearest to the | 


spot where the railway was broken 
should be burned. Then again, an 
order is published which interprets and 
modifies former orders, but I should like 
to know—and I think the House is en- 
utled to the information—why the 
previous orders which were modified 
have not been published. I do not 
believe the House or the country fully 
realises what is going on. I took the 
trouble a day or two ago to go 
through the columns of Zhe Times for 
the last couple of months with reference 
to the war, and I was astonished at the de- 
vastation to which we own up, with 
reference to the burning of farms. The 
Colonial Secretary endeavoured to mini- 
mise it the other day, but he could not 
possibly have read the evidence trans- 
mitted from South Africa. There is 
another very important admission in con- 
nection with this matter in the statement 
that two villages were burned. Botha- 
ville, with the exception of one or two 
public buildings, was burned—the reason 
assigned being that there was sniping of 
the British troops from that village. I 
am not disputing whether that was right 
or wrong, but a few days afterwards 
another telegram stated that Bentestroom 


had shared the same fate of Botha- | 


ville — no reason being assigned. 
I am not discussing these military 
measures, but what I wish to criticise is 
that two important acts of this character 
were committed and no single word 
regarding them appears in Lord Roberts’ 
despatches. I cannot believe that Lord 
Roberts has not reported these facts to 
the War Office—he has reported facts 
much more insignificant. The same ob- 
servation applies to what is called “the 
clearing of the country” despatches. 
Sometimes Lord Roberts calls it “ deplet- 
ing,” sometimes ‘“ denuding,” and again, 
‘clearing the country.” It is only within 
the last few weeks that these despatches 
have been published at all. It is true we 
have had from time to time telegrams 
sent by Reuter and sometimes by Laffan, 
stating that the country west of Bloem- 
fontein was all clear, that the country 
in the south-west of the Free 
State was all clear, and = so on, 
but there was not a word about it in 
Lord Roberts’ despatches. 


{15 DEcEMBER 1900} 
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however, been a change within the last 
fortnight. Despatches with reference to 
this matter are now being published, but 
why have they been suppressed up to 
the present ? An article has appeared in 
The Times which shows that the burning 
of farms 1s a much more serious matter 
than the Colonial Secretary is prepared 
to admit. Summarising the news, The 
Times stated that General Hunter had 
completed his march from Bothaville to 
Kroonstad, “ burning the farms on his 
way.” That shows that it is not merely 
the farm nearest the spot where the 
railway is cut that is burned, but that a 
system of devastation has been carried on. 
I wonder if hon. Members have perused 
the proclamations which have just been 
published. I venture to say that 
they ought. [ am sure that if hon. 
Members read the proclamations they 
would come to the conclusion that  pro- 
ceedings are sanctioned by them which 
they could not possibly approve of. In 
one of his proclamations Lord Roberts 
states that wherever public property is 
injured the houses in the vicinity of the 
place where the damage is done will be 
burned, and the principal civil residents 
will be made prisoners of war. ‘The pro- 
clamation of 19th June, after referring to 
the cutting of the railways and the tele- 
graphs, goes on to say— 


“The houses and farms ?— 


not the nearest houses— 

“in the vicinity of the place where the damage 
is done will be destroyed, and the residents in 
the neighbourhood dealt with under martial 
law.” 


And they are also fined, as my hon. friend 
near me reminds me. Iam not going to 
discuss what the military rulesare. I do 
not profess to understand them. But, at 
any rate, we have got to govern this 
country later on. We have made it part 
of the British Empire, and the first thing 
we have got to impress the inhabitants 
with is that, at any rate, we are a just 
people. Now, I ask, is there any justice 
in punishing one man for the offence of 
another ? General Botha, General 
Delarey, General De Wet, or some 
other raiders, living, it may be, 
two hundred miles from the spot, 
swoop suddenly down and cut the rail- 
way. You do not punish De Wet, because 
you cannot catch him, but you burn the 
farms, possibly occupied by women and 
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children, of all those people who have 
had nothing to do with the raid and the 
cutting of the railway. I do not think 
that is calculated to impress the inhabi- 
tants of those two States with a clear 
sense of the even-handed justice they are 
likely to have at our hands. The history 
of De Wet proves this. In the month 
of May last he offered to surrender his 
commando of 1,000 men on the simple 
condition that he would be allowed to 
return to his farm and his men to their 
farms. We said we would receive 
nothing but absolute unconditional 
surrender. The next step was that 
the railway was cut near Kroon- 
staad, not far from De Wet’s farm. 
It is a silly assumption that that was done 
by De Wet, although he was in command 
of a force which was perfectly justified, 
according to the rules of war, in cutting 
your communications anywhere. But 
what did we do? We burned his farm 
buildings and devastated the whole place. 
It was a most excellent farm, because he 
was a most prosperous farmer. What 
was the next step? De Wet’s wife died 
of a broken heart, and one of his sons was 
killed. He became a desperate man, and 
had nothing to gain by surrender. What 
has been the result tous? What have 
we gained? We have sustained more 
humiliating disasters at the hands of this 
man, whom we have treated so unfairly 
and so foolishly, than at the hands of any 
general opposed to us this century. He 
is making a mockery of our military 
prestige and making us the laughing 
stock of the world. We have 210,000 
troops in the field, with all the resources 
of this great Empire at our disposal, and 
yet we cannot catch this one man who is 
in command of a force which, with all 
the exaggeration natural to the cir- 
cumstances, we can only attribute 
to number 3,000. Nothing was gained 
by making this man desperate, and it 
was a silly, foolish, iniquitous policy to 
burn his farm, ruin his property, and 
bring his family to the grave. It is not 
a military question at all; it is a question 
of understanding the ordinary influences 
that govern human nature. Here you 
have a pastoral people and everything 
which naturally leads them to action— 
love of their property, intense love of 
their farms, which they have practically 
made, and of their houses (it may be 
said that these houses are only worth 
£50 or £60, but they cost a lifetime of 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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work), all these sentiments, and love of 
country and of wife and children might 
have been utilised by us as a means of 
inducing them to return to their farms. 
But instead of that we convert all these 
feelings into a terrific weapon, and incite 


them to desperation and to greater 
deeds of anger against us. It is 


simply a perversion of statesmanship. 
As to the clearing of the country, that is 
a much more serious matter than the 
burning of the farms, and I will tell you 
the reason why. When a detachment of 
our troops burn a farm they see that the 
women and children are destitute, and 
that they must be provided for. Natur- 
ally, therefore, they take them to the 
nearest garrison town. 3ut when you 
clear the country it means that you clear 
it of all food-stuffs. That is stated speci- 
fically in Lord Roberts’ proclamation and 


in all the telegrams from the front. You 
leave the women and children on the 


farms, but you leave no food for them. 
There is one question I would like to ask 
the right hon Gentleman the Secretary 
for War. How many of these women and 
children are in the charge of the British 
Army and fed by it? I challenge hon. 
Members to read these despatches and 
not to come to the conclusion that 
practically the whoie of the country 
from the Orange River right up 
to the line of Pretoria has heen 
swept clean of cattle so far as 
we can do it. You read one day of 
General Hunter clearing the country 
from Bothaville to Kroonstaad, next that 
General Knox has cleared the country 
between the Vaal and Thaba Nehu- 
Ladybrand line. In every part of the 
country you find clearing operations 
going on; but what have you done to 
provide for the women and children left 
behind? The proclamations say that this 
is done not merely because of treachery 
or because a farmer has broken his oath, 
but that when a member of the family is 
on commando the farm is to be cleared 
and no receipt given. In what civilised 
country would that be tolerated? If we 
were at war with France would we go to 
a soldier’s house and clear it out simply 
because the soldier was at the front? 
The whole country is denuded hy these 
operations. Does the House really con- 
sider what that means? There must be 
from 120,000 to 150,000 women and 
children in the two States, and a very 
small proportion of these are fed by the 





mi 


of 
ht 
of 





899 Consolidated Fund 


British Army. We clear the country and | 


leave all the women and children there 
without any provisions at all, and at 
the mercy of the Kaffirs. More than 
that, are these Boers who are on com- 
mando, and who are ranging the country, 
going to starve as long as a single bag of 
mealies is to be found in the Kaftir 
kraals? We seem to have overlooked 
the fact that there are 800,000 Kaffirs in 
the Orange River Colony and the Trans- 
vaal. Would De Wet’s or the other 
raiding commandoes starve so long as they 
can turn in and raid Kaffir mealies ? 
There are telegrams that state that they 
are attacking Kaffir villages for that very 
purpose. What is to be done? Is the 
whole country to be cleared of all food- 
stuffs? If so, what is to be done with 
the Kaffirs? We have 900,000 paupers 
in this country; are we going to have a 
million in South Africa? We are or- 
ganising a famine in South Africa. I 
think the House ought to take cogni- 
sance of these facts. Clearing the 
country cannot be disputed on the 
evidence of Lord Roberts _ himself 
and of the correspondents. Let me quote 
2 telegram which shows how futile these 
operations are. It came on 25th Novem- 
ber from the camp at Nooitgedacht, 
stating that 550 prisoners had been cap- 
tured together with mealies and ammuni- 
tion, and over 2,000 head of cattle. It 
then goes on—‘ The district has been 
cleared of anything that would assist the 
enemy.” Three weeks after we hear 
from the same place the news of one of 
the greatest disasters of the whole war! 
That shows how foolish, how futile all 
this policy is. We are providing a famine, 
and possibly a native insurrection. How 
iong will the civilised world stand this ? 
Whatever the Governments and rulers 
may do, it is perfectly clear what the 
people of Europe are thinking about this 
business ; and it is quite possible that one 
day their feelings may become too strong 
for their rulers. I remind the House that 
there was foreign intervention in the 
dispute with the American colonists, and 
if this war is prolonged, and if operations 
of this character are carried on, then I 
say there will be foreign intervention in 
South Africa, and we shall have to pay 
the penalty, not merely of the shame of 
the transactions in these colonies, but the 
much more substantial penalty of facing 
the world in arms against us. 
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*Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said the House 
had listened to speeches of a somewhat 
impassioned character by hon. Gentle- 


men opposite. No doubt they felt 
very strongly, and deplored from 
the very bottom of their hearts 


what was going on in South Africa, 
although they seemed to depend a good 
deal on unverified details. But they had 
lost sight of the dangerous and difficult 
position in which this country stood as 
regarded the whole war. Vigorously as 
they had been pleading, he had heard 
throughout the debate not a single sugges- 
tion as to how we are to improve our posi- 
tion Whether there was any injustice in 
any one particular case was not the only 
question to be considered. We were face 
to face with a position of extraordinary 
difficulty which at any time might 
become a position of considerable danger. 
Yet hon. Gentlemen concentrated their 
attention upon what are, as a matter of 
fact, military measures only. What 
should be done while battles raged and 
victories were being lost and won, must, 
in the main, be left to the views of 
the commanders in the field, and one 
might search all history through and not 
find a general more generous in spirit in 
his attempt to make his rule indulgent 
and just than Lord Roberts. He last 
summer called attention to the proclama- 
tion of Lord Roberts, and asked whether it 
was issued according to the principles of 
international law or whether it was 
hurriedly drawn up without legal assist- 
ance, and whether it would not be better 
for the Government to withdraw it. He 
received no answer to that question, 
which did not much trouble him, but at 
the same time he was glad to see that the 
proclamation which Lord Roberts issued 
after he got into Bloemfontein, and which 
turned every soldier who opposed us in 
the field into rebels, had been practically 
repealed by the proclamation which he 
issued in the following September. 
Nothing could have been more hurried 
than the issue of the first proclamation, 
which was issued when Lord Roberts, 
after a hurried march, seized the town 
and held no more territory than he 
commanded by the range of his guns. 
He had no hesitation in informing 
the House that such a proclamation could 
not make those who opposed us rebels in 
the ordinary sense of the word.  Re- 
bellion meant the breaking of allegiance. 
In this case there was no allegiance to 
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break, so that in the nature of the case 
there could be no rebellion or treason. 
It was therefore with a feeling of con- 
siderable satisfaction that he noticed that, 
to a large extent, the terms of that pro- 
clamation had been abrogated. It was 
not his intention to go at length into the 
question of the burning of farms, but our 
position in South Africa was a position of 
danger, and what was absolutely neces- 
sary was that our lines of communication 
should be secured. We could not keep 
our troops there unless we secured the 
line of communication by which they 
were to be fed. Therefore he did not 
agree that it was not right in any case to 
burn farms when the owner of the farm 
used it as a fortress. But the matter 
also had to be looked at from the point of 
view not only of the man to whom tne 
farm belonged, and who had been guilty 
of some irregular act of war, but also 
from the point of view of military 
uecessity. Warfare could not be carried 
on without things being done which 
were sometimes in themselves unjust. 
Wars in themselves were deplorable, 
and this was no exception to the 
rule; but at the same time we were 
fighting for our own credit and the wel- 
fare of South Africa, because there would 
never be peace and prosperity in South 
Africa until our authority was supreme 
from Cape Town to the north of the 
Transvaal. It was our duty to bring the 
war to an end, and in discussing the 
question of the burning of farms it was 
not right to have no regard to anything 
but the particular justice of any particular 
case—of whether the man to whom the 
farm belonged bad done anything which 
would make it right to destroy a par- 
ticular farm. There might be cases 
where property had been destroyed in 
which, when peace was restored, a ques- 


tion might arise as to whether it was | 


right and just to restore that property, 
but we had to feed our army. However 
anxious brave soldiers might be to fight 
they could not do so unless the lines of 
communication were kept open. Hon. 
Members seemed to consider that war 
consisted really of one set of men shoot- 
ing another set of men, but that was not 
the whole art of war. This was the last 
oceasion for two months that anything 
could be said in the House of Commons 
upon the subject of the war, and it was 
not, perhaps, very much to be regretted. | 
The House, with practical unanimity, had | 


Mr. Elivot. 
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| done its best to heartily support the Govern- 


ment, and had voted as much money 
as they chose to ask for, for the purpose 
of bringing the war to an end, and it was 
not for him to say upon what terms 
peace should be made. It was with in- 
tense satisfaction that he had heard the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary, which, 
however, throughout, contained nothing 
new with regard to the policy of the 
Government in respect of South Africa. 
It is suggested that the overtures con- 
tained in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech had not been favourably received 
by Dutch papers of South Africa ; but it 
must not be forgotten that the Dutch 
press in that country were in antagonism 
totheGovernment of the present time, and 
whatever projects the Government had in 
view it would be foolish to suppose would 
he well received at the Cape. He sup- 
ported those projects, not only because 
he thought they were liberal and right, 
but because the policy of the Government 
was the only policy by which self-govern- 
ment could ever be obtained by South 
Africa, He had heard during the course 
of the debate a good deal of comment 
upon the actions of Sir Alfred Milner. 
He beiieved Sir A. Milner to be a 
thoroughly just man, and that when he 
set up his authority as governor 
in the Transvaa! he would be found to 
be a just man. He would take up 
his duties with the support of the 
whole English population, and some 
backing from the Dutch. No doubt on 
occasions he would be called upon to 
place severe restraint on the extreme 
section of the Outlanders, but if he were, 
nobody could do it better than he. They 
had heard much of the horrors of the 
war. War was accompanied by horrors, 
unfortunately, and the details were such 
as to move our deepest regrets. An 
article in the Nineteenth Century, written 
by a learned gentleman very well ac- 
quainted with the law and practice of 
war, stated that so far as he knew the 
case, and when everything was said and 
done, on both sides up to the present time 
there had been an absence of cruelty and 
barbarity in this war—an absence of the 
exaggerated horrors and cruelties which 
made it compare favourably with pre- 
Horrible as some of 


vious wars. 
the stories were, he believed that 
was so. He thought that when they 


looked to the action of our officers and 
soldiers, and also to the action of the 
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Boers they might feel with some confi- | He had gone through eleven contested 
dence that the humanity of the com- elections, and he had never known one 
batants was on the increase, and that | where the issue was so clear and definite. 
there was really no reason to make | His opponent had the active support of 
accusations of barbarity on the one side the Government, and the Secretary for 
or the other. The news trey had heard | the Colonies sent a telegram recommend- 
that day was depressing to a degree.|ing him to the constituency. He 
When they came back some two months had no fault to find with the right 
hence, he trusted that they would hear hon. Gentleman. The telegram  con- 
better news, that at last victory would tained some kindly words concerning 
be wholly restored to our arms, and that himself. It was a strong appeal to the 
peace would be so far established that | constituency to stand for coercion against 
they would be able to carry out the conciliation. 
wise policy which was ably presented to 
Parliament the other day by the Secre-| THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tary for the Colonies. THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I did not use the word 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) |“ coercion” or “ conciliation.” 
said his hon. and learned friend who 
had just sat down complained of the Mr. CAINE: Oh, no, but it was in 
somewhat impassioned speeches which | warm support of my opponent. A  tele- 
had been made. If they stripped away gram of that nature surely commits the 
all passion on both sides, the controversy | Secretary for the Colonies to approve of 
before them would be nothing more than the line my opponent was taking. Con- 
whether it was wise to continue the tinuing, the hon. Member said that in 
coercion policy in South Africa which 1895 the Unionist candidate was re- 
hon. Members on that side of the House, turned with a majority of 462, whereas 
and many on the other side, deplored. It at the last General Election he (Mr. 
was a question of coercion against con- Caine) was returned with a majority of 
ciliation. He believed that the 108. That result was a direct declaration 
sad and deplorable news they had_ of the opinion of the constituency which 
just received showed that the policy more than any other in the country had 
of coercion would be a failure. It material relations in South Africa and 
was absurd to talk about guerilla warfare , personal knowledge of the country. Of 
and all the rest of it, in view of the the men home from South Africa 700 
news they had received. They wanted were actually on the register. They were 
the war brought to an end. He agreed Uitlanders. They were not common 
with the hon. Member for Durham that miners ; they were sober, thrifty, well- 
it was impossible to vote against the educated people—men who could com- 
supplies now asked for. The war was mand good positions in South Africa. 
heing carried on by the nation, and they They were foremen and could earn £30 a 
were bound to pay for it. He wanted to month in wages. The influence put on 
say a few words on behalf of his own | these men, legitimate and a great deal 
constituency. He represented a consti- illegitimate, to vote for his opponent 
tuency which was interested in South was enormous. They were told that 
Africa more than any other represented if they did not support his oppo- 
in that House. There were 1,500 men in nent they would be boycotted when 
it who had come home from South Africa | they went back to South Africa by 
after spending seven, ten, or twelve | the owners and managers of the mines on 
years in the country. These men had Rand, because they had been faithless to 
remitted home £220,000 of their wages | the interest of the mine owners. Of the 
saved in time of peace in South! 700 on the register 650 recorded their 
Africa. Why were they at home? There | votes for himself, standing on a policy of 
was no employment for them in Corn- | conciliation against a policy of coercion. 
wall, the mining industry there being He believed this war would never end 
more or less depressed. During the so long as the present policy of coercion 
contest in which he had recently been was continued. His hon. friend the 
engaged he stood on the side of con-| Member for Durham said the country 
ciliation, and his opponent stood on the , had confidence in Lord Roberts as a mer- 
side of coercion, frankly and avowedly. | ciful man, but he did not say it 
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had confidence in Lord Kitchener. Lord | night which can lead any man in South 


Kitchener was going to carry out an 
avowed policy of coercion of the 
strongest character. He thought the 
. : , 

Government should carefully consider 
whether they could not strike out some 
method of conciliation tnat would bring 
the war toa close. Why could they not 


tell the people in arms that if they would | 


lay down their arms they would be 
treated as fellow-subjects, and that in 
1902 they would be allowed to form their 
own government and enter into the 
privileges of a free colony ? All history 
showed that the line the Government was 
taking was one which could end only in 
failure. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
Boroughs) asked why no despatch of a 
full character, according to military pre- 
cedent, had been published since 17th 
April, and whether the non-publication 
was on the advice of the ex-Commander- 
in-Chief, and in accordance with the 
Queen’s regulations. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): The question of the hon. Gentle- | 


man with regard to the non-publication 
of the despatches has, I think, been 
already answered by the declaration of 
my right hon. friend the First Lord of 
the Treasury, who said that until the 
operations in which these officers had 
been involved had to some extent come 
to an end it would not be possible to 
publish a long series of despatches. Al- 
though the war is certainly not over in 
that sense, still the operations have 


assumed a different character, and, as re- | 
gards the main expedition, I hope to be | 


able to publish the despatches 
shortly indeed. 
have said before, to lay before Parliament 
and the country as full and frank a 
declaration as we can, in 
they may see what has occurred and 
form their own judgment upon it. 
the general debate of the last two hours, 
I have given attention to what has fallen 
from hon. Members opposite, but I am 
afraid I cannot usefully add anything to 
what has already been said by the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies in regard to the 
policy of the Government in respect of 
the future conduct of the war. I do not 
think anything has been said in the course 
of the long debates during the last fort- 


Mr. Caine. 


very 


It is our object, as [| 


order that | 


As to | 


Africa to suppose that the Government 
is anxious to continue any line of policy 
which will make it more difficult for the 
Boers to cease from their present opera- 
tions and return to their farms. But on 
the general principle that the colonies 
must be British colonies, and that the 
government cannot at present, at any rate, 
be a representative government—on these 
points for the present it is absolutely 
impossible for the Government to make 
any concession. When we are dealing, as 
we are still dealing, with organised 
hostile bands in the field, too great pro- 
gress in the direction which has been 
urged so universally by speakers on the 
opposite side this morning would he 
taken by any country, and would cer- 
tainly be taken by the Boers, as an 
exhibition of weakness, and a concession 
not given owing to our generosity, but 
wrung from us by the difficulties which 
have been occasioned by the war. I do 
not wish to labour this, or say another 
word upon it. I may expose myself if I] 
do so to the suggestion that I am en- 
deavouring in some respects to detract 
from the declarations of the Colonial 
Secretary. We abide by those declara- 
‘tions. We have every reason to believe 
that in the humane conduct of the war 
Lord Kitchener is entirely at one with 
Her Majesty’s Government. We have 
\given our own opinion with regard 
‘to the policy of burning — farms. 
We are aware that our general 
in South Africa has issued stringent 
instructions in regard to it ; and I do not 
think that anything can be shown which 
is likely to add to the feeling of bitter- 
ness which undoubtedly exists on the 
part of the Boers, but which it is the 
'desire of Her Majesty’s Government as 
far as possible to replace by that feeling 
'of confidence in our Government which 
we believe will grow up when British 
rule is established. There is only one 
speech of which I desire to take notice, a 
speech conceived in a most unfortunate 
tone—that of the hon. Member for the 
| Eifion Division of Carnarvonshire. I am 
sorry after what occurred the other 
night to have to state what I believe 
is the feeling of the great majority of 
the House on both sides with regard to 
} speeches of the character of that delivered 
| by that hon. Gentleman. I think that 
when troops have gone out to the seat of 
war—some of them Regulars, some of 
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them Volunteers, some of them, like the) *Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the 
Militia, semi-Regulars, but who have gone | hon. Member not at every sentence to 
out as Volunteers—when such troops have | interject retorts and denials. The hon. 
served side by side without distinctions Member must keep himself under control. 
being made, without anything which 
divides them from each other, I think it Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I am. 
is not only an ungenerous, but I was going 
to say almost a criminal thing to attempt Mr. BRODRICK: It is because the 
to drive in the wedge of discontent be- | hon. Gentleman, on insufficient premisses, 
tween them, to look about in order to| and without verifying his assertions, 
pick up scraps of information without makes suggestions of this kind, which he 
any authority—— knows will be telegraphed out to those in 
South Africa who do not know him as 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: There was. the opinion of a Member of the British 
authority—the statements of the soldiers House of Commons, that I hold him up as 
themselves. I would tell the right hon. I do to the censure of the House and to 
Gentleman that I will not be brow-beaten | the reprobation of every fair-minded man 
by anything he may say. in the country. I say that the great 
mass of the Members in this House dis- 
Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- | like these accusations, and that the great 
man says the remark of one soldier is to. mass of Members in the House regard 
govern the opinion of the whole rank and them as an entire infringement of those 
file of the British Army. That is the liberties of free speech we enjoy 
sort of statement which is brought before in Parliament. Members of  Parlia- 
us by an hon. Gentleman who founds on ment have the responsibility, in| my 
it a general indictment, and who, having judgment, of coming here equipped with 
sat here comfortably at home himself--—_ facts that they can verify, but have not 
the right of launching at Her Majesty’s 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: As you did, soldiers, whether Volunteers or Regulars, 
and got paid for it. insinuations which they are not able to 
prove. I hope we may be allowed now 
Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- to close this discussion. [ can only say, 
man is not ashamed to call men who for | as regards the more important considera- 
nine months have been faring hardly and tions brought forward with great feeling 
going through great privations, and who by hon. Members opposite, that they will 
have not complained at all, carpet soldiers, not find in the recess that the Govern- 
from the comfortable position he occu-| ment have been unmindful of their 
pies in this House. declarations with regard to their con- 
sideration for the Boers. On the other 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: In compari-| hand they will also find that we must 
son with the men who were at Magers- | fulfil our paramount duty of supporting 
fontein. Lord Kitchener to the best of our ability, 
, Bi cea terior % and, in the interest of the common good 
“MR. SPEAKER: Order, order ! _The of this country and of South Africa, of 
hon. Gentleman has expressed his vieWs, }ringing this war to 2 speedy conclusion. 
and I must ask him not to persist in these elit 
interruptions. *Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: The right | E.): I had no intention of intervening in 


hon. Gentleman ought himself to observe rea 7 l ome sore sere hon. 
the decencies of debate. rentleman has been slightly untair to 


the hon. Member for the Eifion 
*Mn. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | Division. My reason for saying so is 
hon. Gentleman himself used strong ex- | that, as I understand, my hon. friend 
pressions, and he should not resent the | laid before the right hon. isn 
reply which is made to them. a statement from one of t le men of 
the Yeomanry, drawing attention to the 

Mr. BRODRICK : I will withdraw not | state of indiscipline alleged to be shown 

as ward of what I have.esid: | by certain Australians. He asked whether 
| those facts were true, and, if so, whether 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Nor will. | the military authorities would not punish 
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those who were responsible for allowing 
such a breach of discipline to take place. I 
do think that to hold upan hon. Member 
to opprobrium in the violent terms used 
by the right hon. Gentleman simply for 
asking for information, and that the dis- 
cipline of the Army should be maintained, 
is hardly a reasonable exercise of the 
power which resides in the right hon. 
Gentleman as a distinguished Member of 
this House. I have only one thing 
more to say. I welcome the tone of 
the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in so far as he has thrown light 
on the present policy of the Government. 
The real point we have at heart on this 
side of the House—and we feel it too 
deeply to wish to treat the question as a 
party matter—is that this war should 
be brought to an end,and that there should 
be no unmerciful treatment of our 
foes. I hope we may interpret the 
words of the right hon. Gentleman as an 
assurance on behalf of Her Majesty’s 
Goverrment that they will see that the 
anticipations in regard to Lord Kitchener 
and the methods it is suggested he wil 
adopt will not be realised. We have 
a right to demand that. It is clearly 
proved that the policy of coercion has 
only exasperated the situation in South 
Africa, and has brought the war almost 
into as perilous a state again as it was 
last December. No one of us here can 
form an exact appreciation of what are 
actually the real relative military risks anc 
possibilities, but clearly the policy of 
exasperation, the policy of denial of hope, 
has led to an increased intensity of attack 
on the part of the Boer forces. Do let 
us take a wider, a more generous con- 
sideration of all the forces and motives 
at work among the population of South 
Africa. There is one point which has 
been too often overlooked, and which I 
would venture to ask the House to con- 
sider dispassionately. Again and again 
small bodies of British troops have been 
captured by the Boers under circum- 
stances of hard and desperate fighting. 
We know perfectly well that in these 
desperate skirmishes, where unfortunate 
British soldiers have been placed at a 
disadvantage and compelled reluctantly 
to surrender, the Boers have behaved 
generously in ceasing to fight the moment 
there was a sign that the British recog- 
nised their inability to continue the con- 
test. Men of brutal and murderous dis- 
position, carrying on guerilla warfare such 


Mr. Channing. 
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as you have heard of in Spain and 
other countries, would have availed 
themselves of every opportunity to 
cut down and destroy their opponents. 
Hundreds of families in this country 
have to thank this forbearance of the 
Boers at such a moment for the return of 
those they love. It is therefore proved 
that we are dealing with men who have 
the sentiments of humanity and fair play 
in their hearts, and I do trust that the 
terrible insinuation in a London news- 
paper the other day, that Lord Kitchener 
was a man who would not hesitate to 
kill, will not be allowed to be justified 
in the fact. Are we to have these men 
shot down as rebels, treated with the 
full measure of martial law, or are we to 
recognise that they are men of, whatever 
faults they may have, humane and 
generous instincts ? I hope that what has 
fallen from the right hon. Gentleman does 
mean that there is no truth in any of the 
hateful suggestions as to what Lord 
Kitchener’s future proceedings will be. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I desire to 
make a personal explanation. The right 
hon. Gentleman charged me with alluding 
to the C.I.V.’s as carpet soldiers without 
any data, or without any proof. I ex- 
pressly stated the grounds on which I 
made that reference, and that was that 
only 44 per cent. of casualties were sus- 
tained by them 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: He misrepre- 


sented what I said. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is replying on the speech, which is not 
permissible. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: [am saying 
that he misrepresented what [ said. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to 
Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) Bill. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) 
Bill, without Amendment. 





10 


nd 
led 

to 
its. 
try 
the 
1 of 
ved 
ave 
lay 
the 
Ws- 
ner 

to 
fied 
nen 
the 
3 to 
ver 
and 
has 
loes 
the 
ord 


» to 
ght 
ling 
out 
ex- 
h I 
that 


SUuS- 


pre- 


mah 
not 


ying 


pion) 





911 Proroqation. 

MESSAGE TO ATTEND THE LORDS 
COMMISSIONERS. 

The House went; and the Royal | 

Assent was given to— | 


1. Appropriation Act, 1900 (Session 2). 


2, Supplemental War Loan (No. 2) 
Act, 1900. 


And afterwards Her Majesty's Most 
(tracious Speech was delivered to both | 
Houses of Parliament by the Lord High | 
Chancellor (in pursuance of Her Majesty's | 
Commands), as followeth : 


{15 December 1900} 


Prorogation. 912 


Then a Commission for proroguing the 
~ Ls YL 
Parliament was read. 

After which the Lord. Chancellor 
said— 


Wy Lords, und Oe ntlemen, 


“By virtue of Her Majesty's Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s name, and in obe- 
dience to her commands, prorogue this 


| Parliament to Thursday the 14th day of 
| February next, to be then here holden ; 


jand this Parliament is accordingly pro- 


My Lords und Gentlemen, | 
I thank you for the liberal provision | 
which you have made for the expenses | 
incurred by the operations of My Armies | 
in South Africa and China, 
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rogued to Thursday, the 14th day of 
February next.” 


nd of the First Session of — the 
Fifteenth Parliament of Her Majesty. 


2p (INDEX. 
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Standing Order) 

Supply, In Committee: Army, Supple- s 25 AN 


mentary 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 2, 1900. 


List or RuLEs, Orvers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Period of Employment) 6 December 40 days 
(Warehouses in Factories or Workshops’ where 
Bright or Burnished Metal Goods are made),—Copy 
of Order, dated 6th September, 1900, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of Section 65 of The Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1878, and Section 39 of The Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1895, permitting the Warehouses 
in Factories and Workshops where Bright or Bur- 
nished Metal Goods are made to be treated as 
separate Factories or Workshops, as far as regards 
the period of employment of children, young persons. 
and women [41 and 42 Vie., ¢. 16, s. 65] 


Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 (Rules for Retreats), 6 December t weeks (whilst 
Copy of Rules for Retreats licensed under the the House is 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 18th October, sitting) 
1900, approved by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, in substitution for the Rules 
dated 10th August, 1888 [61 and 62 Vic., ec. 60, s. 


21 (1)] 
Intermediate Education (lreland),—Copy of — 6 Deceinber 10 Days 
Table of Examinations for 1901 [41 and 42 Vic., 
66, s. 6] 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction (lreland) Act, 6 December 1) days 
1899 (Rules),—Copy of Rules made under the Act 
for the execution of the Judicial duties in the 
Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 1842 to 1898 [62 and 63 
Vie., ¢. 50, s. 28 (2)] 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction (lreland) Act, 6 December 4) lays 
1899 (Rules),--Copy of Amended Rules for the 
Administration of Loans under The Sea and Coast 
Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884 [62 and 63 Vie., 
c. 50, s. 28 (2)]. 
Winter Assizes (Ireland),—Copy of Four Orders in 6 December LOW) srbtines ity 
Council, dated 2nd Nevember. 1900, for holding 
Winter Assizes in [reland [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 57, s. 
69] 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge <Aet, 1877 6 December 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Governing 
3ody of St. John’s College, Oxford, on Oth 
December, 1899, amending Statutes IIT. 1, fl. 1 
V. 4a, and XV. 2, of the Statutes of the College (46 
and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 6 December I? weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Worcester College, Oxford, on 24th 
January, 1900, amending Statute HI. 16 of the 
Statutes ot ihe College (40 and 41 Vie., e. 48, s. 50] 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge <Act, 1877 6 December | week 


(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Gov erning 

Body of Exeter College, Oxford, on 16th March, | 
1900, amending Statutes II. and V. of the Statutes 
of that College [40 and 4] Vie., c. 48, s. 50] 








So feed 





1 








List oF RULES, OrpersS, &C.— continued, 








Title of Paper. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridee et, 1877. 


(Oxford)—Copy of a Statute made by the Govern 
ing Body of Jesus College, Oxford, on 16th Mareh, 


1900, amending the Schedule to the Statutes of 


that Colleve [40 and 41 Vie., e. 48, s. 50] 


(niversities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made hy the Governing 
Body of New College, Oxford, on 24th March, 1900. 
amending Statute Ifl., Clause 18, of the Statutes ot 
that College [40 and 41 Vie., @. 48, s. 50] 





Public Records Supreme Court of Judicature, —Copy 
of Schedule containing a List and Particulars of 
Classes of Documents existing or in ordinary course 
about to exist in the Central Office, and in the 
District Registries, which are not considered ot 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
in the Publie Record Office [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 55, s. 1) 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 

Copy of General Order for the Regulation of Pro- 
ceedings under and in pursuance of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, amend- 
ing General Orders Nos. 70 and 71, already issued 
[62 and 63 Vie. ¢. 47, s. 15 (3)] 



















Date from which Period to lie upon 


the Period runs. the Table. 
6 December 12 weeks 
6 December I2 weeks 
6 December {1 weeks 
14 December One month 


NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
WHICH NOW STAND IN THE ORDER BOOK OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS 


FOR THE NEXT SESSION. 


1. Mr. Herbert Lewis, — Museum Grants,-——That it is desirable to give Wales a due 
share of the Musenm Grants of the United Kingdom. 


2, Mr. Macnamara,—Klementary Education (Finance),—To call attention to the 
system of financing Elementary Education in England and Wales from 
public funds, central and local, and from voluntary subscriptions ; and to 
move, That a Select Committee be appointed to report specific:lly to the 
House as to whether it is expedient that public elementary education 
should continue to be maintained in any part by voluntary contributions ; 
if not, whether the public funds necessary should be drawn entirely from 
the central exchequer or from both central and local sources ; in the event 
of the Report being in favour of the perpetuation of a local charge for 
education, how the fund necessary to meet the said local charge may be 
most equitably raised; and if it be decided that all public elementary 
schools shall derive their necessary income from wholly public sources, 
what changes may be necessary and desirable in the management and 
conduct of the schools, 


3. Sir Francis Powell,—Standing Committees (Amendment of Standing Order 50), 
New Proviso in lieu of existing Proviso: Provided always that every such 
Lill on report to the House shall be appointed for consideration, and if a 
Bill has been amended by the Standing Committee the provisions of 
Standing Order No. 40 (Consideration of Bills as amended) shall not apply 
to snch amended Bill. 


Sir Albert Rollit,— London Boroughs (Honorary Freedom),—Bill to extend the 
Honorary Freedor& of Boroughs Act to the new London Boroughs. 


Mr. Tomlinson,—New Parliaments (Taking the Oath),—That, in order to pro- 
vide for the more seemly and regular taking and subscribing of the Oath 
at the commencement of a new Parliament, the Clerks shall prepare and 
place upon the Table lists headed for each half-hour during the Sitting of 
the House on the days prescribed for taking the Oath, and so numbered as 
not to ‘allow orrio*é than 50 names being so subscribed, and all Members 
not deinz Privy Councillors or not being entitled by custom to precedence, 
may subscribe their names on the lists so prepared, and during each half- 
hour in ‘svch ‘Sitting’ ‘the Members shall (subject to any customary 
precedence) be entitled to come to the Table in the order in which their 
names, appear, on such lists, and shall have during such hour precedence 
over auy Siciabhers whose names are not subscribed to such list, 








